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ABSTRACT 

This 14th annual report to Congress provides 
program-by-program summaries of evaluative information on federally 
funded education programs for fiscal year (FY) 1984. Each entry is 
divided into three major sections: (1) program profile, covering 
legislation, recent funding history, purpose, eligibility, and other 
information on requirements; (2) response to congressional mandates 
in the General Education Provisions Act (GEPA), section 417(a), 
containing information specified in the mandate, such as program 
goals, progress and accomplishments, cost effectiveness, plans for 
improvement and legislative recommendations, supporting studies, and 
data on participants; and (3) response to GEPA 417(b), containing 
summary information on evaluation contracts. Program descriptions are 
grouped under the following Department of Education jurisdictional 
headings: (1) Office of Elementary and Secondary Education, (2) 
Office of Bilingual Education and Minority Languages Affairs, (3) 
Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Services, (4) Office 
of Vocational and Adult Education, (5) Office of Postsecondary 
Education, and (6) Office of Educational Research and Improvement. An 
index is provided, along with an appendix listing evaluation 
contracts active in the Office of Planning, Budget and Evaluation 
during FY 1984. (TE) 
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Foreword 



This Is the 14th annual report to Congress on federally funded education 
programs and the fifth such report submitted by the Department of Educa- 
tion. The An nual Evaluation Report responds to Congressional mandates 
In Section "517(a) of the General Education Provisions Act (GEPA), in 
Section 1246 of the Education Amendments 0 f 1978, In Section 1305 of the 
Education Amendments of 1980, and In Section 705 of the Education Amend- 
ments of 1984. 

A year ago, for the fiscal year 1983 edition, the Planning and Evaluation 
Service (PES) In the Office of Planning, Budget and Evaluation, extensive- 
ly revised the report's format. The objective was to make the report 
more responsive to requirements of the mandates. Another effort by PES 
which continued In fiscal year 1984 was to reduce the report size by 
including only new information from the fiscal year of the report. The 
objective was to eliminate material already reported in detail in pre- 
vious editions. These efforts have led to a streamlined and focused 
report which should be more useful to the Congress and to the Depart- 
ment. 

In the Education Amendments of 1984, the Congress extended the annual due 
date for the report from November 1 to December 31. The additional time 
for reporting after the fiscal year's end mskes it possible to Include data 
on a program's end-of-year activities. Nonetheless, we have "closed the 
books" for reporting purposes as of September 30, 1984, except for brief 
references to new authorizing legislation passed early in fiscal year 
1985. 

I would appreciate suggestions on miking the report still more useful to 
you in your work. Please direct your comments to Edward Glass man in the 
Planning and Evaluation Service, at (202) 245-8281 or at the address 
below. 



Gary L. Bauer 

Deputy Under Secretary for 

Planning, Budget and Evaluation 



For copies while our limited 

supply lasts, contact: Mr. Edward B. Classman 

Office of planning, Budget and Evaluation 

Planning and Evaluation Service 

Room 3127, F0B-6 

400 Maryland Avenue, S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20:02 



Acknowledgment 



The Planning and Evaluation Service (PES) continues Its effort to Improve 
the technical and editorial quality of the report, while reducing Its 
size by focusing on current-year Information. We have shortened the 
document by 46Z during the past two yeers. This effort should make the 
report more useful to Its Intended audience In the Congress end In the 
; Department of Education. 

A special word of thanks Is In order to Janice Anderson, Acting Deputy 
Director of PES, who reviewed each chapter for content and style. Each 
Division Director of PES (Sal vat ore Corrallo, Alan Glnsburg, Robert 
Maroney, Frank Messette, and Robert Stonehlll) reviewed the Division's 
work with support from a leed editor for eech Division (Robert Berls , 
Robert Barnes, Edward Classman, Ann Welnhelmer, and Arthur Klrschenbaum, 
respectively). 

In PES, Edward Glassman was ageln responsible for coordination of report 
preparation, with support from Leone Edwerds end Yvonne Briscoe. All 
analysts and ell secreterles In PES contributed through writing, revising, 
and typing the program chapters. Program offices in the Department helped 
with detailed comments on dreft chapters about their own programs. Final- 
ly, es in past years, Budget Service in the Office of Planning, Budget 
and Evaluation, the Office of the Under Secretary, the Office of Generel 
Counsel, and the Office of legislation and Public Affairs, provided 
extensive and Invaluable corrections and comments on draft materials for 
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EDUCATION OF DISADVANTAGED CHILDREN (CHAPTER 1, ECIA) 
FORMULA GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATION AGENCIES (CFDA No. 84.010) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 



Legislation : Chapter 1 of the Education Consolidation and Improvement 
Act of 1981 (ECIA), enacted as part of Subtitle D of Title V of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, P.L. 97-35 (20 USC 3801-3807). 
(Expires September 30, 1987) 



Funding Since 1980 ; 



Fiscal Year ; 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



Total 
Authori ration : 

$6,291,969,913 
7,047,423,325 
3,480,000,000 
3,480,000,000 
3,480,000,000 



Total 
Appropriation : 

$3,215,593,000 
3,104,317,000 
3,033,969,000 
3,200,394,000 
3,480,000,000 



Appropriations 
for LEA Grants: 

$2,731,651,464 
2,611,386,972 
2,562,753,163 
2,727,587,568 
3,003,680,000 



1/ 



Note: The Chapter 1 program is forward funded, e.g., funds appropriated 
in FY 1984 are available for use during school year 1984-85. j 

Purpose : To provide, financial assistance to local education agencies 
(LEAs) to meet the special educational needs of educationally deprived 
children. 



Eligible Recipients : Local education agencies receive grants under 
Chapter 1. ine size of the grant is primarily based on the number of 
children in low-income families within the district. Chapter 1 also 
makes payments to State education agencies (SEAs) for administration 
and for State-operated programs, to the Insular Areas, and to the Secretary 
of the Interior for the education of Indian children. 

The Department 1s responsible for calculating State and then county allo- 
cations, using a formula which takes into account, among other things, 
the number of 5-17 year old children in low-income families and the 
average State per-pupil expenditure. SEAs are then responsible for 
making sub-county allocations to their LEAs. LEAs identify eligible 
school attendance areas with high concentrations of children from low- 
income families. 

Eligible Beneficiaries : 

Chapter 1 serves educationally deprived children, in public and private 
schools, who reside in eligible attendance areas. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) f 

A. Goals and Objectives : 

In school year 1983-84, the second year in which school districts provided 
compensatory educational services under Chapter 1, the Department's 
principal goals and objectives for this program were: 
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A. Goals and Objectives :' (continued) 



o 



To enable SEAs and LEAs to Implement programs^ and projects designed to 
meet the special educational needs of educationally deprived children. 

StI"? 1 ?? 6 !!* f h ?" 9e ! 1n the law res «lt1ng from the passage of the 1983 
ECIA Technical Amendments (P.L. 98-211) by publishing proposed regula- 



liJ?Hl S L SE «c S an ? LE ?* 1n the1r pogrom Improvement efforts by con- 
S?^* c! eCr ^ Ury 4 S In * t1at1v « ^ ^bve the Quality of Chafer 1 
ll*t^$*i «R St ??J n n 9 j \ sch °°\ * ear 1983 -8 4 and continuing In School 
tl iA^A'Jt* 9 the ?F* rtment J« sponsoring: (1 a national program 
J? i »?h^n? " n i US D Ually SU " e "I ul Cnapter 1 P^Jects; (2) development 
mlnf. .22 t, J 1 Res ° urce Book," designed to disseminate program Improve- 
75w2S2f2i 1fl P rof11es of ^usually successful projects; and 
(3) technical assistance to local school districts to Implement program 
Improvement strategies. 

o To Improve the .qual ty of program Information by revising the forms 
Sfi. Za c ° llec jH Participation and evaluation Information from 
wl^l&lfy^ff ° n V*™*"* ^nder, race, and 

B. Progress and Accomplishments: 



o 



?£J S! fn d ? a about \, Ch apter 1 program operations In school year 
1983-84 will be available In Spring, 1985. See Section II.C. of this 
fooS ?£. u Information on program scope and effectiveness for the 
198Z-83 school year. 

o Notices of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) for 34 CFR Parts 200 and 204, Im- 
plementing the changes enacted In the 1983 Technical Amendments, were 
published on August 9, 1984. Comments were specifically Invited In 
several areas, Including evaluation, and were due by November 9, 1984. 

0 X5Sn contracts to operate four evaluation Technical Assistance Centers 
(TACs) were extended In September, 1984 through September 30, 1985. As 
c?r r J S V 1 !;* ?, ec r et ary's Initiative to Improve the Quality of Chapter 1, 
ECIA Projects" for school year \984-85, the TACs will commit at least 
25 percent of their resources to, assist SEAs and LEAs in developing 
and implementing program Improvement activities. 

C Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Program Scqge: The most recent data about this prograrr are from the 1982- 
83 scnooTyear, the first year in which Chapter 1 was Implemented nation- 
ally. These data show: 

o Approximately $2.56 billion were distributed to about 14,000 eligible 

o States served about 4,750,000 children during the regular school 
term, of whom approximately: 

— 4,570,000 attended public schools, 
180,000 attended private schools. 

\ 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : (continued) 

o Children served ranged from preklndergarteners through 12th graders. 
About 3,330,000 children, or 70 percent of the children receiving 
Chapter 1 services, were In grades one through six (E.i). 

*> 

o Approximately one-half the Chapter 1 participants were white, one- 
third black, and one-fifth Hispanic (Table 1). Because different 
States reported each year, the differences In ethnic data provided 
to the Department for school years 1982-83 and 1981-82 may not rep- 
resent actual shifts In ethnic participation. For Instance, the 
dramatic shift In Hispanic participation (shown In Table 1) resulted 
at least In part because California reported ethnic data only for 
school year 1^82-83. Only 36 States reported ethnic data In school 
year 1982-83 compared to a different set of 40 States that reported 
In the 1981-8: school year. 

Table 1 

Reported Ethnic Group Participation 

1 ' 1 American Indian, 

Alaskan Native, 
White Black Hispanic ! or Asian/Pacific Islander 

School Year 1982-83 45 X 29 X 22 % 4 X 

School Year 1981-82 54 X 32 X 11 % 3 X 



Types of Benefits Provided: In school year 1982-83: 

o 74 percent of all Chapter 1 students (approximately 3,520,000 students) 
received reading Instruction, 

o 45 percent (approximately 2,160,000 students) received mathematics In- 
struction, 

o 19 percent (approximately 890,000 students) received language arts In- 
struction, and 

o 11 percent (approximately 520,000 students) received instruction for 
children with limited English proficiency. 

These figures are roughly comparable wltn the service patterns for school 
year 1981-82, when 72 percent of all program participants received compen- 
satory instruction In reading, 42 percent, received supplementary mathema- 
tics Instruction, 20 percent received language arts Instruction, end 11 
percent received services for lilted English proficient students (E.l>). 

Over the four years for which complete Information on funding and services 
are available (school years 1979-80 through 1982-83), the number of partici- 
pating students and staff has decreased. The numbers of children receiving 
reading and mathematics Instruction, however, Increased between school years 
1981-82 and 1982-83 (see the next section in this chapter). 
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C Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness : (continued) 

The decrease In students served has been, proportionally smaller than the 
decrease In staff. (The ratio of full-time equivalent staff to students 
was 1:30 In school year 1982-83 compared to 1:27 In 1979-80.) Also, the 
decrease was proportionally smaller for the nonpublic students served 
than for the public school students served. 

While resources declined annually between school years 1979-80 and 1982- 
83, program funding Increased significantly since then. It Is likely 
that student participation and staffing have also Increased since 
school year 1982-83, though such Information Is not currently available. 

Table 2 shows percentage changes In funding, students, and staff from 
t school years 1979-80 through 1984-85. 



Table, 2 



Percentage Changes In Funding, Students, and Staff 
from School Year 1979-80 through 1984-85 



School Years 


Funding 


Total 
Students 


Nonpubl 1c 
Students 


Staff 


1979- 80 to 1980-81 

1980- 81 to 1981-82 

1981- 82 to 1982^83* 

1982- 83 to 1983-84 

1983- 84 to 1984-85 


- 1.6 * 

- 4.4 % 

- 1.8 % 
+ 6.4 % 
+ 10.1 % 


- 1.9 % 

- 8.3 % 

- 1.9 % 

** 

** 


12.4 % 

- 14.1 % 

- 0.7 % 

** 

** 


- 4.2 % 

- 9.2 % 

- 7.0 % 

** 

** 


* 1981-82 data were 


used to 


estimate 1982-83 


data for 


Michigan. 



** Data on student participation and staffing for this year will 
appear In future editions of the Annual Evaluation Report. 

Reading and Mathematics Services : The number of children who received 
reading and mathematics services In school year 1982-83 Increased from 
the previous year, even though the number of children served by the 
program overall declined. Table 3 provides a four-year analysis of 
the numbers of children who received Chapter 1 reading and mathematics 
instruction. 

Table 3 

Number and Percent of Students Receiving Reading and Math Instruction 



School Year 


Readl 


ng 


Math 




Number 


Percent 


numoer 


Percent 


1979- 80 

1980- 81 

1981- 82 

1982- 83 


4,189,633 
3,831,871 
3,472,484 
3,519,326 


78% 
73% 
72% 
74% 


2,478,828 
2,215,923 
2,055,015 
2,156,082 


46% 
42% 
42% 
45% 



« 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness ; (continued) 

Reading and mathematics services varied widely across States, as measured 
by the number of States that reported achievement Information by subject 
matter and grade level. For Instance, for school year 1982-83, 39 States 
reported reading achievement results In grade 2, but only 21 States re- 
ported grade 12 reading. As many as 47 States provided Information on 
mathematics achievement In the elementary grades, while only 26 States 
reported on grade 12 mathematics. 

Staffing : Local project funds supported 156,500 full-time-equivalent 
staff positions during the 1982-83 school term, compared to 172,850 in 
1981-82. As In prior years, the majority of staff (approximately 83 per- 
cent) were either teachers or teacher aides. 

Fed eral Monitoring ; During FY 1984, the Department conducted 25 onslte 
State reviews of the LEA grant program portion of Chapter 1. At least 
two LEAs In each of these States were also visited In order to review 
ongoing programs for compliance with the statute and regulations. The 
Office of Elementary and Secondary Education reported the following 
major summary findings of the reviews (E.2): 

o Most States administer Chapter 1 much the same as tiiey administered 
Title I. 

o Local Chapter 1 programs are generally In compliance with the 
Chapter 1 requirements. 

o Most States have developed comprehensive guidelines for us6 by LEAs 
In administering Chapter 1. Additionally, SEAs provide assistance 
to their LEAs on a wide range of topics designed to Improve and 
upgrade their programs. Most of the States have developed and 
Implemented effective procedures for onslte monitoring of their 
LEA programs. 

o States are Increasingly using evaluation data to target program 
Improvement efforts and to Identify areas requiring technical 
assistance. 

o Most States actively encourage parent Involvement In Chapter 1. 

As a result of audits conducted by the Department, eleven final deter- 
mination letters on costs of the States' administration of their Title I 
and Chapter 1 programs were Issued. The auditors questioned or disallowed 
costs totaling $4.5 million; subsequently the Department's determinations 
required States to Remind $3.7 million. Principal violations In the 
audits Included: Wfure to document salaries of employees p*1d from 
more than one program, use of Federal funds to supplant regular State 
and local funds, and use of Federal funds as general aid (E.2). 

(For additional information on State and local program administration, see 
the FY 1983 Affifli Evaluation Report , which described the findings of two 
major studies tf^rogram administration under Title I, the Description of 
District Practices and the Study of State Management Practices .) 



13 



• - w 101-6 



C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness ; (continued) 

Students Served : The States reported that Chapter 1 students; had the 
following achievement characteristics: 

o In elementary school reading projects, the "average" entering Chap- 
ter 1 student scored at the 24th percentile. 

o In elementary school mathematics projects, the "average" entering 
Chapter 1 student scored at the 29th percentile. 

o Thus, the "average" Chapter 1 reading student appeared to bo more 
educationally disadvantaged than the "average" Chapter 1 mathematics 
student. 

o In high school reading projects, the "average" entering student 
scored at approximately the 19th percentile. 

o In high school mathematics projects, the "average" entering student 
scored at approximately the 26th percentile. 

o Thus, the "average" high school student who received Chapter 1 math- 
ematics Instruction appeared to be less educationally disadvantaged 
than the "average" high school student who received reading Instruc- 
tion. 

o High school Chapter 1 students are further behind their peers than 
are elementary school Chapter 1 students. 

In general, these findings are very similar to those reported for the pre- 
vious three years of Title I /Chapter 1. 

Program Effectiveness : The reading and mathematics achievement results of 
Chapter 1 students in grades two through twelve are presented In Table 4. 
These results are from school districts that used an annual (I.e. spring- 
to-spring or fall-to-fall) test cycle for students who participated In 
^Chapter 1 programs. 

In all but two cases, States reported gains In the percentile standings of 
participants between the pretest and the posttest. However, these results 
should be Interpreted with caution, since the evaluations may contain small 
biases of from one to two Normal Curve Equivalent units (NCEs), particularly 
In the lower grades 2/. 

Overall, achievement results for school year 1982-83 were about the same as 
those found In school years 1979-80 through 1981-82. They are consistent 
with earlier studies and reports on the effectiveness of compensatory 
education, which generally assert that: 

o Achievement gains are made In most (but not all) grades, but they 
are modest, with greater gains made In the earlier grades. 

o Gains are not usually sustained after program services are discon- 
tinued, particularly In mathematics. (State-reported achievement 
data are collected for one school year at a time, and dd not gener- 
ally address the "sustained effects" Issue. See Section III below.) 

J 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness ; (continued) 

Table 4 reports achievement data from all States except Connecticut, the 
District of Columbia, Michigan, New Hampshire, ami Texas. Again, the 
achievement results for students tested on an annual basis are not cor- 
rected for possible bias and should be Interpreted with caution. 

Table 4 

Reading and Mathematics Achievement Results for Students Tested on an Annual 
(Fall-to-Fall or Sprlng-to-Sprlng) Schedule During the 1982-83 School Year 







Reading 








Mathematics 






Weighted 






NCE 2/ 


Weighted 






NCE 2, 




Number 


Percentile 


Gain 


Number 


Percentile 


Gain"" 


Grade 


Tested 


Pretest Posttest 


Score 


Tested 


Pretest 


Posttest 


Score 


2 


70,901 


31 


32 


1.0 


46,036 


38 


42 , 


1.9 


3 


84,606 


25 


30 


2.9 


55,990 


32 


37 


2.7 


4 


94,223 


24 


28 


2.6 


63,539 


29 


33 


2.8 


5 


96,384 


24 


28 


3.3 


67,646 


28 


35 


4.7 


6 


85,966 


24 


29 


3.6 


60,820 


27 


36 


5.2 


7 


47,680 


24 


28 


2.3 


31,842 


25 


32 


4.7 


8 


43,551 


22 


26 


3.1 


30,598 


26 


32 


3.8 


9 


22,277 


22 


26 


2.8 


16,463 


28 


32 


2.3 


10 


13,308 


19 


21 


1.6 


8,833 


26 


28 


1.4 


11 


9,758 


20 


20 


-0.6 


7,048 


27 


28 


0.9 


12 


6,786 


17 


16 


-0.3 


5,044 


26 


27 


0.3 



Other Reported Data : States reported data separately for students tested on ( 
a fall-to-sprlng test cycle and for those tested on an annual cycle. Despite 
the substantial bias that can be Introduced by fall-to-spring testing, the 
majority of students — about two-thirds In school year 1982-83 — were 
tested fall-to-sprlng. 



Fall-to-spring achievement testing typically Indicates gains substantially 
and consistently higher than those Indicated by annual testing. Fall-to- 
spring testing may overestimate true gains by as many as five to six NCFs 
1n the lower grades. The reason for this disparity 1s as follows: school 
districts typically test their Chapter 1 participants In September, at the 
beginning of the new school year, while national standardized test norms are 
usually based on October or November testing. Early testing results In over- 
estimating true achievement gains because fall-to-sprlng test results do not 
take Into account students' rapid, natural achievement growth at the beginning 
of each new school year. Annual testing, by contrast* minimizes the likeli- 
hood of such overestimates. 

Table 5 Illustrates the problem of overestlmatlon of achievement gains that 
typically results when students are tested on a fall-to-spring test cycle. 
The data In Table 5 were reported by States and local school districts. 
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T he Department las cautioned States mi school districts, throuyh various 
reports and through the Chapter 1 evaluate i Technical Assistance Centers, 
ibout the potential misuse of fall-to-spring test results as an estimate of 
Chapter 1 proynm Impact. Nonetheless, we are prasentlng Table 5 because 
the majority of data reported by States continues to be based on fall-to-spring 
testing, and because the resulting gains displayed in Table 5 provide a 
dramatic contrast with the more credible estimates of program effectiveness 
provided in Table 4. The Congress should use great caution 1n interpreting 
claims of effectiveness for Chapter 1 programs whenever the evaluations are 
based on fall-to-spring results. 

Table 5 

Reported Results from Fall -to- Spring Testing for Reading and Mathematics During 
the 1982-83 School Year, Illustrating Typical Overestimate of Gains 



Reading Mathematics 

Weighted 1 RETT/ weighted RCF 2/ 

Number Percentile Gain" Number Percentile Gain" 

Grade Tested Pretest PosTtest Score Tested Pretest Posttest Score 



2 


221,595 


21 


36 


9.6 


80,769 


22 


41 


11.4 


3 


193,758 


20 


32 


7.7 


88,218 


22 


38 


9.8 


4 


177,948 


20 


30 


6.9 


91,629 


21 


36 


9.4 


5 


165,751 


20 


29 


6.2 


93,572 


22 


35 


8.1 


6 


141,857 


20 


29 


5.9 


78,445 


23 


35 


7.8 


7 


95,755 


20 


28 


5.0 


50,376 


25 


34 


5.9 


8 


74,583 


20 


27 


4.8 


38,897 


24 


32 


5.5 


9 


46,149 


19 


26 


5.0 


24,125 


20 


29 


5.9 


10 


26,957 


17 


23 


4.4 


11,654 


20 


26 


3.6 


11 


16,276 


17 


21 


3.4 


5,591 


17 


21 


4.8 


12 


9,622 


18 


21 


2.5 


3,336 


21 


27 


4.5 



0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation: 

o The Department has proposed legislation for additional technical changes 
to the Chapter 1 legislation In FY 1985. The Chapter 1 formula now 
requires that the Department use data collected irj 1975 as part of the 
Survey of Income and Education (SIE) and the criteria* of poverty associated 
with the 1970 census In the Department's distribution of Chapter 1 funds. 
The proposed changes would eliminate the use of the outdated SIE data 
and enable the Department to use the criteria of poverty associated with 
the most recent (1980) census In allocating Chapter 1 funds. 

/ 

o The Administration has proposed legislation to permit LEAs and States to 
Implement Chapter 1 as a voucher program. Parents of educationally dis- 
advantaged children selected for participation would receive vouchers 
for compensatory education services, In public or private schools. 

o The Department will publish final regulations to Implement the 1983 
ECIA Technical Amendments In FY 1985. 

o The Department will further emphasize program monitoring In FY 1985. 
Onslte reviews In 30 States are being planned, with more In-depth 
monitoring of specific program areas. 

16 
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• . .^pporting ItuaiQS ana Analyses Crtad in Action Above ; 

1. State Performance Reports, 1979-80 through 1982-43. 

2. State audit reoorts, U.S. Department of Education. 
HI. RESPONSE TO (ifePfl 417(b) 

The following studies are 1n progress or are scheduled to begin 1n FY 1985: 

o A "National Assessment of Compensatory Education" was mandated 1n the 
1983 ECIA Technical Amendments. The National Institute of Education 
will manage this activity, which will both re-examine educational 
effects of compensatory education programs on participating children 
as well as develop a national profile of Chapter 1 programs. Interim 
reports are due to Congress In January and July of 1986, with a final 
report due In January, 1987. 

To supplement State-provided achievement Information, the Department 
supported a study of the "Sustained Achievement of Chapter 1 Students": 

o The Chapter 1 Evaluation Technical Assistance Centers examined the 
achievement patterns of Title I /Chapter 1 students. The primary 
purpose of the study was to examine two-year patterns of gain or 
decline for students who received Chapter 1 Instruction In both years, 
or only In the first or second year. The final report from this study 
will be available In March, 1985. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: John Staehle, (202) 245-3081 

Program studies: Robert Stonehlll, (202) 245-9401 



Notes 

1. Excludes Special Incentive Grants, and State-operated programs (which 
Include the Migrant Education Program, the Program for Neglected or 
Delinquent Children, and the Program for Handicapped Children). 

2. NCEs ara a form of standardized test scores based on percentiles 
and used by school districts, States and ED for purposes of aggrega- 
tion and reporting. There would be no change In NCEs when a group 
has stayed at exactly the same percentile from pretest to posttest; 
thus, an NCE gain Indicates an increase 1n the percentile standing 
of a group, and an NCE loss Indicates a decrease 1n a group's relative 
standing. 
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MIGRANT EDUCATION PROGRAM (CHAPTER 1, ECIA) 
FORMULA GRANTS TO STATE EDUCATION AGENCIES TO MEET 
THE SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL NEEDS OF MIGRATORY CHILDREN 

(CFDA No. 84.011) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Education Consolidation and Improvement Act of 1981, Chapter 
* i. h.l. 97-35 as amended, (20 U.S.C. 3851). (Expires September 30, 1987). 

Funding since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

N ]W0 $245,000,000 $245,000,000 1/ 

1981 266,400,000 266,400,000 

IS 255,744,000 255,744,000f 

983 255,744,000 255,744,000 

1984 258,024,0u> 258,024,000 

Purpose: To establish and Improve programs to meet the special educational 
needs of migratory children of migratory agricultural workers or fishers. 

Eligibility: A State education agency (SEA) may apply for a grant to 
operate a state migrant education program directly, through subgrants to 
local education agencies (LEAs), or through arrangements with public or 
nonprofit private agencies. Two or more SEAs may apply jointly for a 
grant to support a migrant education program for eligible children In 
those States. Also, an SEA or a group of SEAs may apply for a grant to 
operate a program for Interstate and Intrastate coordination of migrant 
education activities among SEAs, LEAs, and other agencies. 

The following table Indicates the number of full-time equivalent students 
registered on the Migrant Student Record Transfer System (MSRTS) since 
1977. These counts serve as the basis for program funding. One full-time 
equivalent equals 365 days of enrollment on the MSRTS. A count of the 
actual number of students Identified as eligible for services and enrolled 
on the MSRTS Is also shown. 

Calendar Year Full-time Equivalent Number of Eligible Students 

Students (ages 5-17) (Under 21 Years of Age] — 

1977 296,430 467,796 

1978 323,501 494.417 

1979 366,460 522,154 

1980 398,798 550,253 
981 417,298 577,483 

1982 426,729 593,042 

1983 407,650 566,714 
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On December 8, 1983, Congress enacted technical amendments to ECIA (P.L. 
98-211) that amended Section 555(b) of ECIA to require that the Department 
continue to use the definitions of "currently migratory child," "migratory 
agricultural worker" and "migratory fisherman 4 which were 1n effect 1n the 
Title I regulations as of June 30, 1982. 

P.L. 98-211 also amended the program's basic application requirements con- 
tained In Section 142(a)(3) of Title I, so that, except for the continued 
need for parent advisory councils, these requirements conformed to the 
basic requirements for the LEA basic formula grant program contained In 
Sections 556 land 558 of ECIA Chapter 1. \ 

On June 12, 1984, Congress enacted P.L. 98-312, which modified the de- 
finition of children of migratory fisherman to Include children of persons 
who "reside In a school district of more than 18,000 square mfjes and migrate 
a distance of 20 miles or more to temporary residences to engage In fishing 
activity." \ 



II. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(a) 



A. Goals and Objectives 

During Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this 
program were; 

o To monitor ongoing projects and award grants for school year 1984-85 
projects. 

o To Issue final program regulations reflecting the changes required by 
ECIA Chapter 1. 

o To develop procedures for data collection and analysis, as required by 
the technical amendments to ECIA Chapter 1. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

\ 

o The Department awarded 51 Basic grants to the States ranging from $20,022 
to $73,650,977. It also awarded sixteen Interstate and Intrastate 
Coordination grants to eleven different States at an average cost of 
$130,000. 

o The Department conducted ten onslte State program reviews. 

o The large volume of comments on the December 3, 1982 Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking , combined with further changes 1m the statute, caused delay 
ana suosequent revision of the final regulations for the program. Final 
regulations are expected to be published In Fiscal YeVr 1985. 

o The Department developed a draft form to collect migrant education per- 
formance and achievement data from the States. 
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C Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Benefits and Effectiveness : No new Information Is available. Re- 
sults from studies completed prior to Fiscal Year 1984 were discussed In 
the Annual Evaluation Report. Fiscal Year 1983. 



D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

During Fiscal Year 1984, the following changes were proposed to alter the 
scope and effect of the program: 

Proposed Change 1n the Program Statute. On February 8, 1984, the Department 
proposed a statutory change to reduce the period of eligibility for "former- 
ly migratory" children from five years to two years. The purpose of this 
proposed change was to ensure that the program focus funds on students whose 
education has most recently been affected by their mobility. 



E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above: 

1. Annual Evaluation Report, Fiscal Year 1983. U.S. Department of Education, 
Office of Planning, Budget and Evaluation. Washington, D.C., 1983. 



F. Other Supporting Data : No additional Information Is available. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are In progress. 

\ 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Louis J. McGulnness, (202) 245-2722 
Program Studies: James J. English, (202) 245-9401 



Notes 

1. Starting In FY 1980, Congress changed the authorized funding level of 
each Title I State-operated program from "fully-funded" to a specific 
amount. The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 further capped 
the authorization for the State-operated programs at 14.6 percent of 
the total appropriated for Chapter 1. 
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FORMULA GRANTS TO STATES FOR 
NEGLECTED CR DELINQUENT CHILDREN 
(CFOA No. 84.013) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Education Consolidation and Improvement Act of 1981 (ECIA), 
enacted as part of Subtitle D of Title V of the Omnibus Budget Reconci- 
liation Act of 1981, P.L. 97-35 (20 USC 2781) as amended. (Expires Sep- 
tember 30, 1987). 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $32,391,655 $32,391,655 

1981 33,975,000 33,975,000 

1982 32,616,000 32,616,000 

1983 32,616,000 32,616,000 

1984 32,616,000 32,616,000 



Purpose : To provide financial assistance to meet the special educational 
needs of children In Institutions for neglected or delinquent children or 
In adult correctional Institutions, for whom a State agency Is directly 
reponslble for providing free public education. The programs and projects 
provided must be designed to support educational services supplemental to 
the basic education of such children which must be provided by the State 
agency. 

Eligibility : State agencies directly responsible for providing free public 
education to children In Institutions for neglected or delinquent children, 
or to children In adult correctional Institutions, may receive grants. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objective for this program was 
the Issuance of final regulations for State Agency programs under ECIA 
Chapter 1. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments: 

o Regulations were developed and submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget for clearance. 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : States were required to submit Information on the number of 
students r rved by the program during the 1982-83 school year. Based on 
reports received from 48 States, D.C. and Puerto R1co, ED estimates that 
over 56,000 students were served at an average cost of approximately $525 
per student (E.l). 

Program Effectiveness: Each State education agency 1s required to conduct 
an evaluation at least once every two years and to make public the results 
of that evaluation. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting, Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above : 

1. A Summary of 1982-83 State Evaluation Reports, U.S. Department of 
Education (available 1n early 1985). 



F. Other Supporting Data : 
None. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) : 

No studies of this program are 1n progress. ED plans to conduct a study 
during FY 1985. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: John Staehle, (202) 245-3081 

Program studies: Judith Anderson, (202) 245-9401 
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CONSOLIDATION OF FEDERAL PROGRAMS FOR ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY 
EDUCATION— CHAPTER 2 STATE BLOCK GRANT (CFDA No. 84.151) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Chapter 2 of the Education Consolidation and Improve- 
ment Act of 1981, enacted as part of Subtitle D of Title V of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, P.L. 97-35, as amended. 
(Expires September 30, 1987) 

Funding Since 1982 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1982 $589,368,000 $442,176,000 

1983 589,368,000 450,655,000 

1984 589,368,000 450,655,000 

Purpose: To assist State and local educational agencies to Im- 
prove elementary and secondary education, through consolidation 
of 42 elementary and secondary education programs Into a single 
authorization. The goal Is to reduce paperwork and assign 
responsibility for the design and Implementation of Chapter 2 
programs to local educational agencies (LEAs). State educational 
agencies (SEAs) have the basic responsibility for the administra- 
tion and supervision of Chapter 2 programs. 

Eligibility: All States Including the District of Columbia and 
Puerto Rico; and the Insular Areas Including American Samoa, 
Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, the Trust Territory of the Pacific 
Islands, and the Virgin Islands. 

State Assurances : State applications must (1) describe the alloca- 
tion of funds reserved for State use among authorized purposes, In- 
cluding funds required to provide equitable benefits for children 
enrolled In private schools; and (2) provide 'or continuing 
consultation with an appointed advisory committee, for annual 
evaluations of the supported programs, for the maintenance of 
records required for fiscal audits and program evaluations, for 
assurances of compliance with Chapter 2 requirements and for 
public notice and dissemination of certain Information. 

Local Assurances : In their applications to their States, LEAs must 

(1) describe the allocation of funds among authorized purposes; 

(2) assure compliance with the requirements of Chapter 2, Includ- 
ing the participation of private school children; (3) agree to 
keep records for fiscal audit and program evaluation purposes and 
provide such Information to the SEA; and (4) consult with parents, 
teachers and administrative personnel, and other appropriate 
groups regarding the allocation of funds for Chapter 2 programs 
and the design, planning and Implementation of Chapter 2 programs. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this 
program were: 

o Publish program regulations to Implement the technical amend- 
ments to Chapter 2, enacted In December 1983. 

o Conduct on-site program reviews to obtain Information about 
State administration of the program and to recommend changes If 
the State Is not complying with the statute or the regulations. 

o Provide technical assistance to State Chapter 2 Directors 
about program administration and program evaluation. 

o Receive State applications and/or amendments, approve amended 
State funding distribution criteria for the 1984-85 school 
year, and issue grant awards by July 1, 1984. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o The Department published proposed regulations Implementing the 
technical amendments on July 10, 1984. 

o It also conducted program reviews In 25 States and sent reports 
of the findings to each State Superintendent of Public Instruc- 
tion. 

o Department staff participated In a regional meeting for midwest 
Chapter 2 Directors (November 1983), In a National Chapter 2 
meeting on program evaluation (February 1984), and In meetings 
of the Chapter 2 National Steering Committee (July, September 
1984) 

o The Department processed all State applications, amendments, 
and/or distribution criteria and Issued grant awards by July 1, 
1984. 

C Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Funds Distributed for State Use: During Program Year 1982-83, the 
first year of program operations, States reserved for their own 
use a total of $83,092,771 (or 19.0% of the total). Of this amount 
States allocated 12.9% for administration, 7.4% for Subchapter A 
(Basic Skills), 73.6% for Subchapter B (Educational Improvement & 
Support), and 6.1% for Subchapter C (Special Projects). States 
allocated the majority of support (51.6%) to "Improving Planning/ 
Management/ Implementation of Educational Programs," a purpose 
under Subchapter B (E.2). Although some States amended their 
spending plans for program year 1983-84, this Information remains 
substantially the same for the second year of the program. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Funds Distributed to Local Educational Agencies : In 1982 State for- 
mulas distributed about 70% to LEAs based on enrollment, and over 
half used two or fewer high-cost factors (usually economic need or 
sparslty or presence of exceptional students) (E.2). Subsequent 
changes to their formulas have not substantially changed these 
findings. 

LEAs received a total of $352,009,097 In program year 1982-83 under 
State-developed formulas. Based on Information from 33 States (E.3), 
LEAs allocated 84.8% of the funds to Subchapter B, with Subchapters 
A and C receiving 6.0% and 9.2% of the funds respectively. They 
budgeted a total of $35,096,861 for the purchase of library resources, 
textbooks, and Instructional materials; and an additional $50,035,790 
for Instructional equipment. We doubt that spending patterns changed 
much for FY 1984. 

Preliminary findings from the second year of case study work In nine 
states (E.4) provided information on LEAs 1 administrative and program- 
matic responses to the Chapter 2 program. General tendencies, based 
on Interviews In approximately 100 districts during program year 1983- 
84, Included: 

o Planning for Chapter 2 has been Integrated Into ongoing district 
mechanisms. Stronger planning mechanisms Included greater parental 
1 nvol vement . 

o Former participating districts In the Emergency School Aid Act 
(ESAA) did not respond similarly to Chapter 2. Some continued 
to support former ESAA activities with Chapter 2 funds; others 
used those fundsWor different activities. 

o Even among districts that lost money under Chapter 2, the Increased 
flexibility and local control of decisions make Chapter 2 more 
attractive than the programs It superseded. 

o Chapter 2 programs are used to support, In whole or In part, high 
priority programs. Chapter 2 funds enable LEAs to Implement a 
priority more quickly or with broader coverage than would otherwise 
occur. 

o Computer-related purchases are directly related to district goals 
and tend to Include hardware and software purchases and teacher 
training In planned sequences. 

Initial Monitoring Findings : On-site monitoring of States' Chapter 2 
administrative practices In 25 States during FY 1984 (E.5) found: 

o Overall, State program administration complied with statutory 
requirements. 

o The two most frequent weaknesses were: (1) SEAs' lack of on-site 
LEA monitoring, and (2) SEAs' failure to check LEAs* compliance 
with requirements for private school participation. 
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C, Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Funding Effects on Urban/Large LEAs : As a continuation to an analy- 
sls reported last year of the fiscal effects of Chapter 2 on the 28 
largest cities and districts (E.6), the Department supported an 
analysis of second year Chapter 2 funding (E.7). Examining four 
years of funding (two years prior to and two years of Chapter 2) for 
the nation's largest cities and school districts, the analysts found 
smaller cuts In the two years since Chapter 2 than In the year prior 
to Its enactment. The reductions amounted to: 

n 34% during the last 2 years of antecedent funding; 

o 29% between the last antecedent year and the first year of Chapter 
2; and 

o 4% from the first to second year under Chapter 2. 

Eleven of the 28 districts lost funds under both years of the block 
grant. The dollar reductions are over ten times the size of the 
gains (11 districts gained a total of $2.7 million while 17 districts 
lost a total of $31.4 million), but no large district suffered a cut 
In any year greater than about 1% of Its budget. The main deter- 
minants of adverse fiscal effects were the presence and size of an 
antecedent ESAA grant. 

Desegregation Impacts : The most recent fiscal effects study (E.7) 
reported that desegregation-related activities supported with Chapter 
2 funds were planned In program year 1984-85 by 16 of 24 districts 
which had ESAA grants In FY 1981 and two of four districts which 
did not receive ESAA funds. Desegregation-related projects averaged 
19% of Chapter 2 funding In these districts, ranging from 0% (In ten 
districts) to 100% (In two districts). 

Private School Participation Under Chapter 2 : A recent paper (E.8) 
on funding for services to private school students and LEA adminis- 
trative practices concerning private school participation revealed 
that the percentage of funds used for services to private school 
students In 44 large LEAs ranged from 2 to 26%, with a mean of 13.5%. 
In all but 6 of the 44 LEAs, the percentage of funds spent on private 
school students was less than the percentage enrollment of such 
students. On another Item 16 of 29 LEAs Indicated that funds received 
under their States' high cost factors were not shared with private 
school students, contrary to statutory requirements. 

The Department lacks good information on how or whether LEAs are 
fulfilling their responsibility to ensure private schools' nondiscrim- 
inatory practices for Chapter 2 supported activities. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Program Effectiveness : At this time It Is not possible to report 
on the program's effects on the Improvement of education. States 
are required to prepare annual evaluation report* beginning with 
the 1983-84 school year, which the Department will receive and 
analyze during FY 1985. In addition, Interim results from a national 
evaluation study of the Chapter 2 program will be available In FY 
1985. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement air - recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C : 

1. How SEAs Plan To Expend the Block Grant Funds Reserved for 
Their Own Use, Department of Education, Washington, D.C., 

April 1983. 

2. An Examination of Criteria Used 1n the Distribution of Funds 
to Local Educational Agencies, Department of Education, 
Washington, D.C., August, 1982. 

3. How LEAs Plan To Use Their Block Grants, Department of Educa- 
tion, Washington, D.C., April 1983, 

4. Preliminary Findings From a Study of the Implementation and 
Effects of Chapter 2 of ECIA In Nine States, E.H. White and 
Co., Washington, D.C., November 1984. 

5. FY 1984 State Monitoring Findings, Remarks at Chapter 2 National 
Steering Committee Meeting, Chicago, Illinois, July 1984. 

6. Fiscal Effects of the Chapter 2, ECIA Block Grant on the 
Larqest Districts and Cities, Advanced Technology, Reston, 
Virginia, June 1983. 

7. Big Districts and the Block Grant: A Cross-time Assessment of 
the Fiscal Impacts, Richard K. Jung and Robert M. Stonehlll, 
Paper presented at the annual AER A meeting, New Orleans, Louisiana, 
April 1984. 

8. Setting the Record Straight: What ED Knows About Private School 
Participation Under Chapter 2, Department of Education, Washington, 
D.C., September 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data: 
None. 
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III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b); 

The following studies are under way: 

Anticipated Completion 
Date 



Title of Study 



December 1984 

December 1984 

July 1985 

September 1985 
November 1985 



Nine State Case Studies of the Implemen- 
tation of ECIA Chapter 2 

Report of OIG's Chapter 2 Systems Reviews 
1n Ten States 

Syntheses of States' FY 1984 Chapter 2 
Evaluation Reports 

Uses of Chapter 2 Funds by SEAs and LEAs 

A Study of Local Operations Under Chapter 2 
of the Education Consolidation and 
Improvement Act 



Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Allen J. King, (202) 245-7965. 
Program studies: Carol Chelemer, (202) 245-9401. • 
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GLNERAL ASSISTANCE TO THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
(No CFDA number) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : P.L. 95-561, Section 1524. (Expires September 30, 1988) 
Funding Since 1980 : 



Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 5,000,000 $ 3,000,000 

1981 5,000,000 2,700,000 

1982 2,700,000 1,920,000 

1983 2,700,000 1,920,000 

1984 2,700,000 1,920,000 

1985 5,000,000 2,700,000 



Purpose : To provide general assistance to Improve public education In the 
VI rgl n Islands. 

I 

Eligibility : Only the Virgin Islands Is eligible for funds. As a direct 
entitlement program, It Is administered by a signed agreement between the 
U.S. 'apartment of Education and the Department of Education of the Virgin 
Islands. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

The FY 1984 application from the Virgin Islands Identified the following 
objectives: 

o To complete activities related to the construction and renovation of two 
curriculum centers and other educational facilities. 

o To correct an asbestos health hazard In all public educational facilities. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Full Implementation of the FY 1984 objectives has been delayed because funds 
were withheld pending the final decision In United States of America v. Board 
of Education of the City of Chicago . However, the Department authorized use 
of FY 1965 money to fund the following 1984 activities: 

o Renovation of classrooms, educational facilities, and school offices 

accommodating approximately 1,000 educators or support staff and 12,600 
students. 

o Removal and replacement of asbestos on roofs of 16 educational facilities. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 
No new Information. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The program has been reauthorized ^trough FY 1988 by Public Law 98-511. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses 

1. Program grantee files. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) : 

No studies of this program are under way. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Jack Simmons, (202) 245-8506 

Program Studies: Rhonda L. Lewis, (202) 245-9401 
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CIVIL RIGHTS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING 
(CFDA No. 84.904) 



I . PROGRAM PROFILE 



Legislation : P.L. 88-352, 
[55 U.S.C. "200Oc-2OOOc-5 ) . 



Title IV of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
(Expires September 30, 1985) 



Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year 



Authorization 



Appropriation 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$ 37,100,000 
37,100,000 
37,100,000 



Indefinite 



ii 



$45,675,000 
37,111,000 
24,000,000 
24,000,000 
24,000,000 



Purpose : To provide technical assistance, training, and advisory services to 
school districts that are coping with the special educational problems caused 
by the desegregation of their schools with respect to race, sex, and national 
origin. 

Eligibility : State educational agencies (SEAs), school boards, public agencies, 
private nonprofit agencies, and institutions of higher education are eligible 
to apply for a grant. Grants may be made for local educational agency (LEA) 
projects, SEA projects, Desegregation Assistance Centers (DACs), and Training 
Institutes. Local educational agencies and Training Institutes have not been 
funded since Fiscal Year 1981. Most DAC awards are made to institutions of 
higher education, although any public agency (except an SEA or LEA) or private, 
nonprofit organization may apply. 

II. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objectives for *h1s 
program were: 

o To Increase the number of SEAs participating In this program, 
Increasing their capacity for assisting desegregating school 
districts within their States. 

o To strengthen cooperation between DACs and SEAs. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

o Regarding the first objective listed above, there was a 5.3% decrease 1n 
the number of SEA awards made between FY 1983 and 1984. The reason for the 
decrease Is because four States that received awards 1n FY 83 1n the areas 
of race and/or national origin did not meet the program's criteria 1n FY 
1984. 

o Each DAC Included 1n Its new application package a strategy to meet the 
objective of strengthening cooperation between the DACs and SEAs. 

C. Cost, Benefits, and Effectiveness 



Grants Awarded : 
awards (E.l). 



The following table presents data on Fiscal Year 1984 Title IV 

Table 1 



Category 

Race 
DAC 
SEA 

Sex 
DAC 
SEA 



Total 
Appli- 
cations 



22 
33 



Total 
Awards 



17 
30 



Percent of 
Applicants 
Funded 



77 
91 



16 
44 



National Origin 

DAC 13 

SEA 35 

TOTAL TO 



12 
44 



11 
32 
VST 



75 
100 



85 
91 



Total 
Obligation 



$ 4,521,853 
4,533,224 



2,555,984 
3,935,004 



2,922,163 
5.531,772 
$24,000,000 



Average 
Award 



$265,991 
151,107 



212,998 
89,432 



265,651 
172,868 



to SEAs and 
to SEAs and 
case United 



TTP 



In Fiscal Year 1984, 146 awards were made. Of these, 106 were 
40 were to DACs. Approximately $14 million was used for grants 
$10 million for grants to DACs. Because of litigation 1n the 
States of America v. Board I of Education of the City of Chicago , the Title 
program received $3.1 minion of the FY 1984 funds and $20.9 million of the 
FY 1985 funds to support FY 1984 desegregation activities. At such time as 
the Federal District Court releases the frozen FY 1984 funds, accounting 
adjustments will be made so that the 1985 Title IV awards can be made. 

Types of Assistance : SEAs and DACs provided technical assistance 1n areas 
relating to desegregation on the basis of race, sex, and national origin such 
as assisting 1n the preparation and adoption of race desegregation plans, in 
the development of programs to Increase understanding of public school personnel 
concerning the problems of s6x bias, and 1n the development of Instructional 
programs for students whose dominant language 1s not English. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Department will continue to emphasize capacity- building within SEAs. 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses 
1. Program grantee files. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b): 

Phase I of the Desegregation Assistance Centers (DACs) study by Advanced 
Technology, Inc. began 1n October, 1984. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Curtis Coates, (202) 245-8484 

Program studies: Rhonda Lewis, (202) 245-9401 
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FOLLOW THROUGH - GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATION AGENCIES 
AND OTHER PUBLIC AND PRIVATE NON-PROFIT AGENCIES, 
ORGANIZATIONS AND INSTITUTIONS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE 
SERVICES TO LOW-INCOME CHILDREN IN THE PRIMARY GRADES 

(CFDA No. 84.014) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : The Follow Through Act; Subchapter C of Chapter 8 of Subtitle 
A of Title VI of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (Public Law 
97-35). Section 561(a) of Chapter 2 of the Education Consolidation and 
Improvement Act of 1981 consolidates Follow Through Into the Chapter 2 
Block Grant program on a phased basis (20 U.S.C. 3811). (Expires September 
30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 85,000,000 $ 44,250,000 

1981 100,000,000 26,250,000 

1982 44,300,000 19,440,000 

1983 22,150,000 19,440,000 

1984 14,767,000 14,767,000 

Purpose : To assist the overall development of children enrolled In 
kindergarten through third grade from low-Income families and to amplify 
the educational gains made by such children In Head Start and other similar 
preschool programs by (1) Implementing Innovative educational approaches; 
(2) providing comprehensive support services; (3) conducting the programs 
In a context of effective community service and parent Involvement; and 
(4) documenting those models found to be effective. 

Eligibility : Grants since 1972 have been made only on a continuation basis; 
i.e., to be eligible 'or a Follow Through grant an applicant must have 
received a Follow Through grant In the preceding fiscal year. 

Program Activities : Follow Through provides discretionary grants to local 
educational agencies (LEAs) to operate projects; to Institutions of htgher 
education and reglona 1 laboratories to develop and sponsor the Instructional 
models used In Follow Through sites; and to selected local projects to 
conduct demonstration activities. For each project, an LEA Is required to 
use an Innovative Instructional model; provide comprehensive services and 
special activities In the areas of physical and mental health, social 
services, and nutrition; and conduct the program with effective community 
service and parental Involvement. Some large districts use more than one 
model and thus have multiple projects. Nineteen of the 68 projects 
participating 1n Follow Through also function as Resource Centers and 
provide demonstration services. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

o To provide timely review of grant continuation proposals. 

o To encourage presentation of Individual project data to the ED Joint 
Dissemination Review Panel (JDRP). 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o During FY 1984 awards were made to 60 LEAs, 15 model sponsors, and 19 
resource centers. 

o Applications for review by the JDRP are being evaluated by program staff. 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Program Scope ; Follow Through currently serves approximately 22,000 children 
at about 5671.00 per child. In FY 1984, the program committed funds as 
follows: 

68 Projects at 60 LEAs $12,460,699 

15 Sponsors 1,244,187 

19 Resource Centers 1.062.114 

Full grants for the 1984-85 school year have not been awarded because 
of litigation between the Department and the Board of Education of the 
City of Chicago. The program received $2.4 million of the FY 1984 
appropriation and $10 million of the FY 1985 appropriation to continue 
supporting 1984 Follow Through activities. The remaining $2.4 million of 
FY 1984 funds will be released pending the final court decision. 

Effectiveness : No current Information 1s available. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation : 

None. The program 1s scheduled to be phased Into the Chapter 2 block 
grant program. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Section C Above : 

1. Follow Through Grantee Reports, 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data : 
None. 

/ 
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III. Response to GEPA 417(b): 

No studies of this program are planned or In progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Eugene Thurman, (202) 245-9846 

Program studies: Rhonda Lewis, (202) 245-9401 



/' 
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SCHOOL ASSISTANCE IN FEDERALLY AFFECTED AREAS ( IMPACT AID): 

MAINTENANCE AND OPERATIONS 
(CFDA NO. 84.041) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : School Assistance In Federally Affected Areas Act, 

P.L. 81-874, (20 U.S.C. 236), as amended by P.L. 95-561, 97-35, 98-94 

and 98-511 (Expires October 1, 1988). 

Funding Since 1980: 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 



Purpose: To help compensate school districts for the cost of educating 
children when enrollment and the availability of revenues from local sources 
have been adversely affected by Federal activities, and to assist local 
educational agencies affected by natural disasters. 

Eligibility: Local educational agencies (LEAs) may qualify under any of the 
following provisions: 

o Partial loss of tax base (10 percent or more of assessed value of real 
property) as a result of the acquisition since 1938 of real property by 
the United States (Section 2). 

o Enrollment of children who reside on Federal property and whose parents 
are 1n the uniformed services or work on Federal property ("a" children, 
Section 3). 

o Enrollment of children who reside on or whose parents work on Federal 
property or are 1n the uniformed services ("b" children, Section 3). 

o Location in a Presidential ly declared major disaster area (Section 7). 

Current Formula: The following criteria were 1n effect for FY 1984 payments: 

o If "a" pupils represented 20 percent or more of an LEA's average dally 
attendance (ADA), then payment for "a" pupils was 100 percent of the LEA's 
entitlement; 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$1,404,900,000 



$792,000,000 1/ 
706,750,000 
437,800,000' 



1,487,700,000 
455,000,000 
455,000,000 
565,000,000 




37 



Current Formula (Continued) 



108-2 



o If "a" pupils represented less than 20 percent of an LEA's ADA, then 
payment for "a" pupils was prorated from the LEA's full entitlement. 

o If "b" pupils represented 20 percent or more of an LEA's average dally 
attendance (ADA), then payment for "b" pupils was 50 percent of the LEA's 
entitlement. 

o If "b" pupils represented less than 20 percent of an LEA's ADA, then 
payment for "b" pupils was prorated from the LEA's full entitlement. 

o Payments based on "a" and/or M b" children must have exceeded $5,000 In 
order to be paid. 

Restrictions on Funds : For those districts receiving Section 3 payments for 
handicapped children of military personnel and handicapped children residing 
on Indian lands, the funds must be used to meet the needs of those children. 
Also, school districts serving Indian children must adopt policies and 
procedures assuring that there Is parental Involvement In planning appro- 
priate programs for these students. In general, funds are commingled with 
State, local, and other resources that are used for general operating expenses 
which benefit all students. 

Administrative Responsibility for Section 6 Funds: The Department of Educa- 
tlon retains administrative responsibility for Section 6 even though funds 
have been appropriated to the Defense Department since 1982. Section 6 
authorizes payments to Federal agencies or local educational agencies to 
educate children who reside on Federal property when no LEA Is able, because 
of legal or other reasons, to provide a suitable free public education for 
these children. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objective with respect to this 
program was to Implement the provisions of the Appropriations Act for 
FY 1984, P.L. 98-139. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Priority funding was given to "a" districts If "a" pupils were 20 percent or 
more of the 1984 total ADA, as required by the law. New regulations were 
published governing the establishment of local contribution rates, a key 
factor 1n determining an LEA's entitlement and payment under Section 3. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : In 1984, payments were made to 1,929 school districts on 
behalf of 2 million federally connected children. This Is compared to 
1,200 districts serving 500,000 federally connected children In 1951. 

Disaster Assistance : Seventy-nine LEAs were awarded approximately $24.9 
million to repair damage to school facilities caused by severe storms and 
flooding, mud slides, high tides, and tornadoes In 1984. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

During FY 1985, the Department will be rewriting regulations for this pro- 
gram to clarify and simplify those currently In place. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 
None. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b ) 

No further studies related to this program are currently In progress. 
Contacts for further Information 



Program Operations: 
Program Studies: 



Stan Kruger, (202) 245-8427 
Fritz Edelsteln, (202) 245-8638 



Notes 



1. Includes $20 million supplemental for disaster assistance. 



2. Amount provided by the 1983 Continuing Resolutions. 



3. Includes $15 million supplemental for disaster assistance. 
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SCHOOL ASSISTANCE IN FEDERALLY AFFECTED AREAS 
(IMPACT AID): CONSTRUCTION 
(CFDA NO: 84.040) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : School Assistance 1n Federally Affected Areas Act, P.L. 81-815 
(20 U.S.C. 631), as amended by P.L. 95-561, 97-35, and 98-8, and 98-511 
(Expires October 1, 1988). 



Funding Since 1980 : 

i 

Fiscal year Authorization Appropriation 

* 1980 Indefinite $33,000,000 

1981 Indefinite 50,000,000 

1982 $20,000,000 19,200,000 

1983 20,000,000 80,000,000 1/ 

1984 20,000,000 20,000,000 " 

Purpose : To construct and repair or provide grants to local educational 
agencies (LEAs) for the construction and repair of urgently needed minimum 
school facilities when enrollment and the availability of revenues from 
local sources have been adversely affected by Federal activities. 

Eligibility ; 

o Districts that are 1n areas experiencing an Increase 1n Federal activity. 
Eligibility 1s determined by the Increase 1n the number of children 
residing on Federal property and/or the numbers of children who reside 
with a parent employed on Federal property (Section 5); 

o Districts that §re unable to finance the non-Federal portion of the 
project or where the grant project has been adversely affected by a 
natural disaster. (Section 8); 



o Districts that are experiencing a temporary Federal Impact (Section 9); 

o Districts that are 1n States where no tax revenues of the State or any 
political subdivision may be expended for the free public education of 
children who reside on Federal property, or States where districts are 
not able to provide a free public education for these children. The 
Secretary 1s then authorized to make arrangements for the construction of 
minimum school facilities necessary for the education of these children 
(Section 10); 

o Districts that consist mainly of Indian lands or that provide a free 
public education to a substantial number of children who reside on Indian 
lands (Section 14(a) and (b)); 

o Districts that consist mainly of Federal lands and that have a 
substantial number of Inadequately housed pupils (Section 14(c)); 

o Districts whose buildings have been destroyed or seriously damaged by a 
natural disaster (Section 16). 
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Funding Priorities : In recent years, the Congress has adopted appropriations 
language that overrides the funding priorities established In the authori- 
zing legislation* The Appropriations Act (P.L. 98-139) for FY 1984 provided 
specific sums for certain sections: $3,000,000 fcr Sections 5 and 14(c), 
$8,500,000 for Section 10, and $8,500,000 for Sections 14(a) and 14(b). 
Priority rankings are established within each section to reflect urgency of 
need and to ensure a systematic distribution of funds* If appropriations are 
not sufficient to fund all projects, applicants will remain on a waiting 
list until funded as long as they continue to meet eligibility requirements. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 [a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

w o To continue to reduce the backlog of requests for funding of construction 
projects and to transfer federally owned school facilities to local 
authorities (Section 10)* 

B. Progress and Accomplishments: No new Information. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

01 st r lets Served : From the start of this program through FY 1984, Federal 
assistance has been provided for over 6,604 projects, of which 343 have 
been In school districts serving children who reside on Indian lands* 

Program Scope : For 1984 there were 29 new projects under Sections 5, 24 new 
projects under Section 10, and three under Sections 14(a) and 14(b). 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

1. Final regulations are now being drafted. 
£.. F. 

None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b ) 

No further studies related to thi. pr< ]ram *re currently In progress. 
Contacts for further Information 

Program Operations : Stan Kruger, (202) 245-8427 
Program Studies : Fritz Edelsteln, (202) 245-8638 

Notes 

1. /(mounts provided by the 1983 Continuing Resolutions and Jobs Bill Supple- 
mental Appropri it Ion. 



41 



110-1 



ALLEN J. ELLENDER FELLOWSHIPS (CPDA No. 84.148) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Leglsl atlon : P. L. 92-506— Joint Resolution of 0ctober\19, 1972 as amended. 
(Expires September 30, 1989.) \ 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 

Purpose: To make a* grant to the Close Up Foundation of Washington, D.C., 
for fellowships to disadvantaged secondary school students and their teach- 
ers to learn about representative government and the democratic process. 

Eli gibility : Economically disadvantaged secondary school students and 
Tfieir teachers are eligible to apply for a fellowship from the Close Up 
Foundation. Fellowships are awarded annually on the basis of equitable 
geographic distribution and community Interest. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

For Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objective was— 

o To award to the Close Up Foundation funds so that It can provide fel- 
lowships for low-Income secondary school students and their teachers. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o The Department awarded .his grant In FY 1984 as scheduled. 



C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : Fellowships under this program were made to approximately 
5,Zd0 students and teachers In 1984. These grants Included costs of room, 
board, tuition, administration, Insurance, and transportation, and averaged 
about $286 per participant. 

The program consists of a week-long series of meetings, seminars, and 
workshops with members of Congress, members of the Executive and Judicial 
branches of government, Congressional committee staff members, lobbyists, 
reporters, foreign government representatives, and others. Since the 
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Authorization Appropriation 

$1,000,000 $1, 000,00C 

1,000,000 1,000,000 

1,000,000 960,000 

1*000,000 3,000,000 1/ 

1,500,000 1,500,000 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

program began, a total of 19,317 students and teachers from 50 States, D.C., 
Puerto Rico, and Department of Defense Overseas schools have participated 
In the Washington Close Up Program. Students from schools for the hearing 
and visually Impaired participated on a national basis. 

Since 1979, In an effort to reach additional secondary school students and 
teachers with citizenship education programs, the Close Up Foundation 
has telecast Washington Seminars over Cable TV (C-SPAN). The seminars 
Included discussions between Washington leaders and high school students, 
many of whom were Ellender Fellowship recipients. More than 3,500 secon- 
dary schools have access to these programs. 

Close Up also publishes written materials Including a Teachers Guide to 
C-SPAN ; Current Issues, a book that examines contemporary questions; 
Perspectives , a booiT^f readings on government operations with articles by 
leading members of Congress, representatives of the Executive a** 1 Judicial 
branches and others; The Washington Notebook , a workbook des1g» J to help 
prepare students for their Washington experience; and U.S. -Soviet Relations . 

Program Effectiveness : Findings of two previous studies were reported last 
year. 

P., E., and F. 

No new Information. 



HI. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are planned or In progress. 



Contacts f »r Further Information : 

Program Operations: Kay Henry, (202) 472-7960 
Program Effectiveness: Tetsuo Okada, (202) 245-8877 



Note: 



1. In 1983 the Congress appropriated a double amount In order to place the 
program on a forward funded basis. The appropriation for 1983 provides 
$1.5 million for school year 1982-83 and $1.5 million for school year 
1983-84. 
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INDIAN EDUCATION-FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL EDUCATION 
AGENCIES AND INDIAN-CONTROLLED SCHOOLS FOR THE EDUCATION OF 
INDIAN CHILDREN—' PART A (CFDA Nos. 84.060 and 84.072) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 



L egislation : P.L. §2-318, Title IV, Part A, as amended, 20 U.S.C. 
23laa-241ff. (Expired September 30, 1984)* 



Funding Since 1 



Fiscal Year 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



Authorization 1/ 

$640,297,800 
722,214,792 
667,770,717 
775,442,755 
814,200,000 



Appropriation 

$52,000,000 
58,250,000 
54,960,000 
48,465,000 
50,900,000 



Purpose : Part A of 
the educational and 



the Indian Education Act supports programs to address 
culturally related academic needs of Indian students 
In public schools and In reservation-based, Indian-controlled schools. 
Objectives for the program Include: (1) Improving academic performance In 
the basic skills; (2) reducing dropout rates and Improving attendance; (3) 
Increasing Indian parental participation 1n educational policymaking; and 
(4) helping public schools become more responsive to the needs of Indian 
children. 



Assistance to Local Education Agencies and Tribal Schools : Part A grants 
are made on 5 formula basis to local education agencies 1/. Local educa- 
tion agencies (LEAs) are eligible If they enroll at least TO Indian children 
or If Indian children constitute at least 50 percent of the total enrollment. 
These limitations do not apply to LEAs located In Alaska, California, or 
Oklahoma, or located on, or In proximity to an Indian reservation. Certain 
tribal schools are treated as LEAs and thus can receive formula grants 
under this program. 



Assistance 
Is 



to 



Indian-Controlled 

"By 



School s : The Indian-controlled schools pro- 
gram is authorized by a set-aside of an amount not to exceed 10 percent of 
the amount of the Part A formula program. Tribes and Indian organiza- 
tions and certain LEAs that operate schools on or near reservations may 
compete In two areas: (1) for funds to start and establish a school; and 
(2) for funds to develop special enrichment programs that are supplemental 
to an already established program. Many, but not all, of these schools 
are also eligible for formula grants. 



*The Indian Education Amendments of 
Education through October 1, 1989. 



1984, P.L. 98-511, authorizes Indian 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this program 
were to: 

o Publish revised and simplified Indian Education Act regulations. 

o Audit at least one-third of the local Part A projects, and provide tech- 
nical assistance as needed to correct specific deficiencies or Improve 
the overall effectiveness of local projects. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o New simplified regulations were published June 7, 1984. 

o In 1983, 321 projects, representing 29 percent of all Part A grants to 

LEAs, had been audited and an Audit Report was sent to Congress In 

March, 1984. The audited projects were In 21 States and served an 
average of 261 students at a cost of $185 per pupil. (E.2) 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served; Ini'fY 1983, 1,083 grants totaling $44,031,321 were made 
to school districts based on total Indian enrollments of 304,790. Based 
on findings of the Impact Study (E.l below), 78 percent of all Indian stu- 
dents enrolled In schools with Part A projects are estimated to have been 
direct recipients of x special services funded by Part A, for an average 
cost per student served of $221 (E.l). An additional $4,381,392 went to 
35 Indian-controlled schools serving 7,490 students. 

Program Scope : The Impact Study was based on an estimated 259,735 Part A 
eligible students In K-12 In a sample of 865 projects funded In 1981. 
Students were divided almost equally among the following grade ranges: 
K-3 (30%); 4-6 (23.5%); 7-9 (23.5%) and 10-12 (23%). The largest proportion 
(44%) of the students participating In Part A projects attended schools In 
districts on or near reservations, while the next largest proportion (27%) 
attended school In other rural areas. 

Others were enrolled In urban non-metropolitan (19%) and metropolitan 
(10%) areas (E.l). 

Types of Services Provided : Most project activities are directed toward 
Improving basic skills, cultural awareness or student attitudes, and 
attendance or persistence In school (E.l). Specific activities Include 
provision of tutors or classroom aides, counseling and home visits, and 
Instruction In Indian history, culture, and crafts. About one-fifth of 
the projects also provide small amounts of financial assistance to stu- 
dents so they may fully participate in project or school activities. 
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C Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Program Effectiveness; The following summary Is based on findings presented 
in the recently completed Impact Study (E.l). 

Based on locally administered achievement tests, Indian student scores have 
risen significantly from 1972 to 1982 and are now only slightly below the 
average scores of non- Indian students In Part A districts. While there 
is no conclusive evidence that these gains are directly attributable to pro- 
ject services, local project staff and parent committee members generally 
rate these services as having had a positive Impact. 

Average attendance for Indian students In Part A districts Indicates that 
they may already be at the national norm for all public school students— 
***** } 61 . .Ptr year. ^Nevertheless, Improving ttteftdance^s-e primary 
objective In 60 percent of the local projects studied. Substantial amounts 
of time are devoted to efforts to Improve attendance and to reduce the 
high dropout rate among Indian students. 

Ask for attitudes toward school and self, comparisons between Indian students 
who participated In Part A activities during the 1981-82 school year and 
other Indian students who did not participate provide some direct evidence 
of positive Impacts. The differences observed are relatively small. One 
Interpretation Is that pre-existing differences In attitude may be a factor 
in determining participation In project activities. 

Parental I nvolvement: Parent committees are organized and function In the 
areas emphasized by Part A legislation and regulation. Project directors 
report them to be the most heavily Involved group (compared to project 
staff, Indian students, school staff, tribal leaders, and other parents) 
In determining Indian student needs. Forty-five percent of the project 
directors report the committees made recommendations (which are adopted 
about hal ; the time). Parents and school personnel are generally suppor- 
tive of the programs. About half of the tribal leaders, however, have 
negative comments about the projects, the staff, or what Is taught. 

LEA Impacts: Part A projects have had modest Impacts on classroom level 
curricula and teaching practices, according to school administrators. 
Principals of 82 percent of survey schools report Improvement In over- 
all school curriculum due to Part A projects, and principals In 58 percent 
of these schools Indicate project materials are used by some teachers In 
their schools. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

During 1984, all aspects of the program were reviewed to assist the 
Department In determining the need for legislative change and future budget 
levels. 2/ 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. The Evaluation of the Impact of the Part A Entitlement Program Funded 
Under Title IV, the Indian Education Act, Development Associates, 
Inc., Arlington, Virginia, July 1983. 

2. IEP Project Audit Report for FY 1983. 
III. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(b): 

A study of Indian-controlled schools will begin In Fiscal Year 1985. 
Contacts for Further Information 

v 

Program operations: Hakim Khan, (202) 245-8020 
Program studies: Dorothy Shuler, (202) 245-8364 

Notes 

1. Authorization figures are based on a formula which weights Indian student 
counts by average per-pupll expenditures 1n the State. Actual grants 
are rateably reduced In proportion to the amount of the appropriation. 

2. Indian Education : Justification of Appropriation Estimates for Commlt- 
tees on Appropriations, Fiscal Year 1984. 
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SPECIAL PROGRAMS FOR INDIAN STUDENTS— PART 8 
(CFUA Nos. 84.061 and 84.087) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Indian Education Act, Section 1005(a)(1) and (b), p.l. 92-3I8Y 
Title IV, Part B as amended, (20 U.S.C. 3385). (Expired September 30, 1984. )*V 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $37,000,000 $15,600,000 

,' J 9 81 37,000,000 14,500,000 

982 37,000,000 14,880,000 

J983 37,000,000 12,600,000 

'984 37,000,000 12,000,000 

purpose: Part 8 authorizes a variety of discretionary programs deslyned to 
/Improve the quality of educational programs for Indians. Specific activities 
authorized under Part 8 Include: 

Planning, pilot, and d emonstration projects to plan for, test, and demonstrate 
the effectiveness of educational approaches for Indian students at the pre- 
school, elementary, and secondary levels. All FY 1984 grantees were Indian 
tribes, organizations, or institutions. 

Educational service projects to serve Indian preschool, elementary, and sec- 
ondary school students if other educational programs or services are not 
available to them 1n sufficient quantity or quality. All grantees are Indian 
tribes, organizations, and Institutions. 

Educational personnel development projects to train Indians for careers in 
education, mere are two programs: Section 1005(d), making awards primarily 
to universities, and Section 422, making awards primarily to Indian tribes 
and organizations. 

Fellowships for Indian students 1n the fields of medicine, law, education, 
business administration, engineering, and natural resources. Awards are based 
on financial need, academic record, other potential for success, and likeli- 
hood of service to Indians upon graduation. Priority 1s given to graduate 
students. 

Resource and Evaluation Centers to provide technical assistance and dissemi- 
nate information to Indian education projects and applicants. The Centers 
conduct workshops, make site visits, and prepare and distribute printed 
materials. 



The Indian Education Amendments of 1984, P.L. 98-511, authorized Indian 
Education through October 1, 1989. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives with respect to this 
program were to: 

o Restructure the regulations to allow for separate planning, pilot, and 
demonstration efforts. 

o Process a final set of continuation grants. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 



In FY 1984, a separate competition was held using separate sets of criteria 
for a planning grant, a pilot grant, and a demonstration grant, awarding 
6, 8, and 4 grants, respectively. In FY 1984, continuation awards were 
made to 49 Indian tribes and organizations and 7 universities to serve 
approximately 9,911 children and 656 trainees. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Scope : 

The $12,000,000 appropriated for Part B programs 1n FY 1984 has affected 
over 10,000 students and educational personnel. Approximately 227 fellow- 
ships were awarded 1n FY 1984. 

Five resource and evaluation centers funded 1n 1982 provide technical 
assistance to all projects funded under Title IV. Centers conduct work- 
shops with project staff and parent groups in tnelr reyion to Improve pro- 
ject management, Including needs assessment and evaluation activities. Of 
particular Importance 1s the dissemination of Information about promising 
practices 1n programs serving Indian children. 

Effectiveness : No Information 1s available 

P., E., F. 

No new Information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No new studies are planned or under way. 

Contact for Further Information 

Program Operations: Hakim Khan, (202) 732-1887 
Program Studies: Dorothy Shuler, (20?) 245-8364 
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SPECIAL PROGRAMS FUR INDIAN ADULTS- -PAKT C 
(CFDA Ndu 84.M62) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE I \ 

Legislation: Indian Education Act, Section 3l6(a)(l )(2), P.L. 92-318, T1tl 
IV, Part C, as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1 211 a). \ (Expired September 30, 1984)* 

Fundi ny Since 1980: \ 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 . $8,000,000 $5,830,000 

1981 8,000*000 5,430,000 

1982 8,000,000 5,213,000 

1983 8,000,000 5,531,000 1/ 

1984 8,000,000 3,000,000 ~° 



Purpose : Part C authorizes a range of activities designed to Improve 
educational opportunities below the college level for Indian adults. Pro- 
gram objectives Include: Increasing literacy; Improving basic skills; and 
Increasing the number of Indian adults who pass the high school equivalency 
examination. Specific activities authorized by Part C Include: 

Educational services projects to provide educational opportunities for 
Indian adults. Projects focus on adult basic education to develop liter- 
acy and basic skills and on secondary education, Including preparation 
for the high school equivalency examination. Many projects also offer 
consumer education and special services needed by adult students, such as 
academic and career counseling, aptitude and vocational testing, and job 
referral. 

c 

Planning, pilot, and demonstration projects to test and demonstrate 1nno- 
vatlve approaches to adult education specifically designed for Indian 
adu I ts . 

Grants are made primarily to Indian organizations and tribes. Funds 
appropriated and awarded 1n one fiscal year are generally used for 
activities during the next fiscal year. Projects are approved for a period 
of one year. 



The Indian Education Amendments of 1984, P.L. 98-511, authorizes Indian 
Education through October 1, 1989. s 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objective with respect to this 
program was to emphasize the educational service projects, since they are 
more directly aimed at serving the needs of Indian adults, while at the 
same time reserving a smaller amount of funds for experimental purposes 
and for designing programs that might be particularly effective 1n the 
education of Indian adults. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Fiscal Year 1984 was the final year for continuation projects.. In 
FY 1984, $4,937,000 supported 47 projects for more than 4350 Indian 
adults. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 
No new Information. 

P.. E., F . 

No new Information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

A descriptive and Impact evaluation study on Part C 1s In progress; 1n 
part, the study will determine the extent to which the program provides 
services that cannot be obtained through Adult Education Programs. 

Contact for Further Information 

Program Operations: Hakim Khan, (202) 732-1887 
Program Studies: Dorothy Shuler, (t02) 245-8364 

Note 

1. Includes supplemental 1983 appropriation of $1,938,000 available 
until expended. » 
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ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE EDUCATION PROGRAM 
(No CFDA Number) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

L egislation ; Since 1982: "Secretary's Discretionary Program" (Subchap- 
ter D of the Education Consolidation and Improvement Act (ECIA) of 1981), 
P.L. 97-35 (20 U.S.C. 3851). (Expires September 30, 1987). Prior to 1982: 
the Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education Act, P.L. 91-257. 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $14,000,000 $3,000,000 

1981 18,000,000 2,850,000 

1982 3,000,000 2,850,000 

1983 1/ 2,850,000 

1984 y 2,850,000 



Purpose: To help schools and communities became aware of the complexity 

of the alcohol and d u;-ebuse problem and develop strategies to attack * 

Its causes rather than merely Its symptoms. The program strongly encourages 

a coordinated school -community effort In preventive education, with an 

emphasis on reducing the socially disruptive behaviors often associated 

with abuse. 

Method of Operation: Contracts are awarded to five Regional Training 
and Resource Centers. These centers award subcontracts to public school 
districts and private schools for training school teams In devising and 
applying methods of dealing with each team's unique alcohol and drug 
abuse problems. The ultimate beneficiaries of this training are students 
In grades 7-12; the training Is provided at the regional centers. The 
remaining program funds support a contractor that provides a national 
data base and program support and collects evaluation data from subcon- 
tractors. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives: The Department's principal objectives for FY 
1984 were to: 

o Process contract documents to provide for training teams of school 
administrator, teachers, counselors, parents, students, law enforce- 
ment officials and other public service and community leaders to pre- 
vent or reduce destructive behavior associated with alcohol and drug 
abuse. 

o Run new competition for the Regional Centers. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a ) (Continued) 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

o In FY 1984, 131 school teams were trained and 500 schools received 
technical assistance as did all 50 State education agencies. \ 

o ED awarded 6 contracts: five for the Regional Centers and one for the 
National Data Base and Program Support Project. 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

The Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education Program has established teams of 
school and community personnel supported with training and follow-up assis- 
tance In every State and territory. Now In Its 12th year, the program 
has trained 4,500 teams throughout the country. 

There are no evaluation data on students' alcohol and drug use behavior 
before and after the application of various program Intentions. 

- The school-team approach has been recognized as successful In coordinating 
efforts by parents, students, educators, and the community to deal more 
effectively with alcohol and drug abuse prevention; the Department's 
efforts have been endorsed by Inclusion In the President's Federal Strat- 
egy for Prevention of Drug Abuse and Drug Trafficking In FY 1982. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation : 

There Is to be more emphasis on parent Involvement In the program. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above : 

A study was completed by 0PBE, "An Impact Study of Personnel Trained by 
the Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education Program," A. T. Kearney, Inc., 
Alexandria, Virginia, May 1981. 

A report on the "School Team Approach" was prepared under Grant No. 78-JN- 
AX-0016 from the National Institute for Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention, U.S. Department of Justice, "Reducing School Crime— A Report 
on the School Team Approach/ Social Action Research Center, San Rafael, 
California, August 1983. 

F. Other Supporting Data : 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

The Alcohol and Drug Abuse Program Is requiring all subcontractors to 
design and Implement their own evaluation and provide the evaluation data 
to the National Data Base and Program Support project. 
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Contacts foir Further Information; 

Program Operations: Myles Ooherty, (202) 472-7960 
Program Studies: Edward Rattner, (202) 24b-tt638 

Note 

1. This program 1s one of several activities authorized by ECIA, Chapter 
2, Subchapter D (the Secretary's Discretionary Fund). The maximum 
amount authorized for Subchapter 0 1s 6 percent of the total amount 
appropriated for Chapter 2. Subchapter 0 also establishes a minimum 
level for the Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education Program of $2,850,000. 
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WOMEN'S EDUCATIONAL EQUITY 
(CFOA No. 84.083) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Women's Educational Equity Act of 1978, Title IX, Part C of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended, the Educa- 
tion Amendments of 1978, P.L. 95-561, (20 U.S.C. 3341-3348). (Expires 
September 30, 1989.) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $80,000,000 $1 J00,000 

1981 80,000,000 8,125,000 

1982 6,000,000 5,760,000 

1983 6,000,000 5,760,000 

1984 6,000,000 5,760,000 



Purpose : To promote educational equity for w. ,._n In the United States and 
to provide Federal funds to help education agencies and Institutions 
meet the requirements of Title IX of the Education Amendments c f 1972. 

Program Strategies : The legislation authorizes two strategies through a 
program of contracts and grants. First is a program to demonstrate, develop, 
and disseminate activities of national or State significance. The Depart- 
ment tries to avoid supporting previously funded Ideas and to ensure geo- 
graphic diversity. Second Is assistance to projects of local significance 
including support for the operation of programs of equal educational oppor- 
tunity. The legislation formerly stipulated that the Department could 
provide assistance to projects of local significance only when appropria- 
tions for the program exceed $15 million; hence, the provision has never 
oeen Implemented. Recent amendments to the legislation, however, have 
i wered this "trigger" to $6 million. Those amendments will apply to FY 
1985 awards. 

Eligibility : Public agencies, nonprofit private agencies, organizations, 
institutions (Including student and community groups), and Individuals 
are eligible to apply for funds. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

For Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objectives were: 

o To make grant* according 10 the following distribution among regulatory 
program priorities: 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 

Program Priorities 1984 Planned Distribution 



1. 


Model projects on Title IX compliance 


15X 


2. 


Model projects on educational eoultv 
for racial and ethnic minority women 
and girls 


20% 


3. 


Model projects on educational equity 

for d1 Sdblpfl UAfflUn Anri fH rl e 
■ vi \m m am/ icu ffvllicil CulU Mills 

• 


20% 


4. 


Model projects to Influence leaders 

1n educational policy and administration 


0% 


5. 


Model projects to eliminate persistent 
barriers to educational equity for women 


25% 


6. 


Other authorized activities 


20% 



o To produce and market approved model products and strategies through 
the WEEA Publishing Center, as authorized In Sec. 932(a)(1) of the 
Act • 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

° n e ?J U f e ef\ 1984 WEEA funds were frozen b y tne U-S. District Court In 
United Sta tes v. Board of Education of the City of Chica go. FY 1985 
funds nave oeen used to support 61 projects In FY 1984. At such time as 
the District Court releases the FY 1984 funds, accounting adjustments 
will be made so that the 1985 WEEA awards can be made. 

0 i E !!l s P ubl1sn1n 9 center (The Education Development Center) filled 

2,300 orders In FY 1984, down from 14,617 In FY 1983. The number of 
products available In FY 1984 was 301, up from 216 In 1983. On the 
average, seven of each were sold at an average cost of $10 each. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 
No new Information. 

0. Plans for Program Impr ovement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration requested no funding for this program for FY 1985 because 
it prefers to provide flexible resources for States and school districts 
to use on this or other programs meeting local needs. The Congress, how- 
ever, has appropriated $6 million for the program In FY 1985. WEEA was 
reauthorized and amended by the Education Amendments of 1984, P.L. 98-511 
The amendments will apply to FY 1985 awards. 
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£., and F . 
None. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are planned or In progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Rosemary Wilson, (202) 245-2465 
Program Effectiveness: Jay Noell, (202) 245-8877 
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MIGRANT EDUCATION 
HIGH SCHOOL EQUIVALENCY PROGRAM (HEP) 
AND COLLEGE ASSISTANCE MIGRANT PROGRAM (CAMP) 
(CFOA Nos. 84.141 and 84.149) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

ffift^ Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, P.L. 89-329 as amended, 
(20 USC 1070d-2d), (Expires September 30, 1985); and the Education Consolida- 
tion and Improvement Act of 1981, Chapter 1, P.L. 97-35 as amended, (20 USC 
2761), (Expires September 30, 1987). 

Funding Since 1980: 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

(Both Programs) HEP CAMP 

J £5? $12,000,000 $6,160,000 $1,173,000 

1981 9,600,000 6,095,000 1,208,000 

] 98 J 7,500,000 5,851,200 1,159,680 

983 7,500,000 6,300,000 1,200,000 

1984 8,250,000 6,300,000 1,950,000 1/ 

Purpose: HEP and CAMP assist students who are engaged, or whose families are 
engaged, In migrant or other seasonal farmwork. HEP assists them to obtain 
the equivalent of a secondary school diploma and subsequently to gain employ- 
ment or begin postsecondary education or training. CAMP assists such students 
enrolled In the first undergraduate year at an Institution of higher education 
to pursue successfully a program of postsecondary education. 

Types of Services Provided: HEP provides outreach, teaching, counseling and 
placement services 1n order to recruit and serve eligible migrant and seasonal 
farmworker dropouts who are beyond the age of compulsory school attendance. 
HEP participants may receive room and board and stipends for their personal 
expenses. Most are housed on a college or university campus and may use the 
cultural, recreational, health, and other campus facilities. CAMP provides 
services needed to help participants complete the first undergraduate year. 
These services include tutoring, social counseling and assistance In obtaining 
grants, loans, and workstudy funds to assist with the remaining three 
undergraduate school years. CAMP participants may receive tuition, room 
and board, and stipends for personal expenses. 

Eligibility: Grants for both HEP and CAMP are made to Institutions of higher 
education (IHEs) c other public or nonprofit private agencies (that cooper- 
flts with an IHE) • 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 



A. Goals and Objectives 

During Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objective for this 
program was: 

o To make grant awards for the 1984-85 school year. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o The Department awarded twenty HEP grants to IHEs and associated 
public or non-profit private agencies located In fourteen States 
and Puerto Rico; it awarded ten CAMP grants to IHEs and associated 
public or nonprofit private agencies In eight States (Arizona, 
California, Idaho, Maryland, Oregon, Tennessee, Texas, and 
Washington) 



C. Cost, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

HEP Program Scope : The twenty 1984-85 HEP projects are serving approxl- 
mately 2800 students. Project enrollments range between 24 and 225. 

CAMP Program Scope : The total number of students served through the 1984-85 
CAnF programs is 710 and the ten funded projects have enrollments ranging 
from 20 to 140. 

HEP/CAMP Program Costs: For school year 1984-85, the total funding for 
twenty HEP projects (serving 2800 participants) was $6,299,164. The 
total funding for ten CAMP projects was $1,949,998. The average cost 
per participant was $2,250 for HEP and $2,746 for CAMP. 

Program Benefits and Cost Effectiveness : No new Information Is available. 
Results from a study completed prior to Fiscal Year 1984 were discussed 1n 
the Annual Evaluation Report. Fiscal Year 1983. 



D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
No new Information. 



E. Supporting Studies and Analysis 

1. Annual Evaluation Report. Fiscal Year 1983 . Office of Planning, Budget 
and Evaluation, Washington, D.C., 1984. 



F. Other Supporting Data 



No new Information. 



III. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are In progress. 
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Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Louis J. McGulnness, (202) 245-2722 
Program Studies: James J. English, (202) 245-9401 

Notes 

1. In Fiscal Year 1984, Congress approved a $750,000 supplemental 
prlatlon for CAMP. 
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ARTS IN EDUCATION PROGRAM (no assigned CFDA number) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Section 583(b) of the Education Consolidation and Improve- 
ment Act of 1981, P.L. 97-35, (20 U.S.C. 3851). (Expires September 30, 
1987) 

Funding Since 1980; 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 20,000,000 $ 3,500,000 

1981 20,000,000 3,150,000 

1982 3,150,000 2,025,000 

1983 1/ 2,025,000 

1984 T/ 2,125,000 



Purpose: To conduct demonstration programs regarding the Involvement of 
handicapped people 1n all the arts; to foster greater awareness of the need 
for arts programs for the handicapped; to sponsor model programs In the 
performing arts for children and youth; and to support a national network of 
State arts and education committees. 

Method of Operation: The program 1s conducted through noncompetitive grants 
to the National Committee, Arts for the Handicapped, and the John F. Kennedy 
Center for the Performing Arts. In FY 1984 the grant amounts awarded were 
$1,450,000 and $675,000 respectively. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

For FY 1984, the Department's principal objective was to award both grants In 
a timely manner. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

ED made both awards as scheduled but the amount of one was subsequently 
reduced. 2/ 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope: Program records (E.l) show that In FY 1983 the National 
Committee, Arts for the Handicapped, supported more than 250 Very Special 
Art Festivals across the country. In addition, 1t held 600 tranlng sessions 
for teachers, artists, and parents about arts programs for the handicapped. 

In FY 1983 the Kennedy Center's program supported, In part: 

o the American College Theatre Festival; 

o activities of 47 Alliance for Arts Education committees; and 

o an "Imagination Celebration" Program for Children and Youth. 

Population Served: Table 1 below summarizes the number of program 
participants in FY 1983 by activity area. (E.l) 



Festival (regional and 
national competitions) 
Alliance for Arts Education 146,000 students, teachers, and parents 

Programs 

Programs for Children and Youth 460,000 students, parents, and teachers 

D. Plani; for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 
1. Annual Performance Reports, Program Files, 0ESE. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are planned. 



TABLE 1 



FY 1983 Activity 



Number and Type of Participants 



Very Special Arts Festivals 
Training Programs 
American College Theatre 



400,000 handicapped students 
290,000 teachers, artists, parents 
12,000 college students 
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Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Kay Henry, (202 ) 472-7960 

Program studies: Carol Chelemer, (202) 245-9401 



Notes 

1. This program Is one of several activities authorized by ECIA, Chapter 
2, Subchapter D. The maximum amount authorized for Subchapter D Is 
6 percent of the amount appropriated for Chapter 2. Subchapter D also 
establishes a minimum level for the Arts In Education program of 
$2,025,000. 

2, A portion of the appropriation, $100,000, was not allocated as, of 9/30/84 
to the National Committee, Arts for the Handicapped, as a result of the 
pending court case, United States of America v. Board of Education of 
the City of Chicago (No. 80C-51Z4). RbTel $100,000 will be awarded 
using FY 1985 appropriation. 
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INEXPENSIVE BOOK DISTRIBUTION PROGRAM (no assigned CFOA number) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Section 583(b) of the Education Consolidation and Improve- 

?S2^ ACt 0f 1981 » PJ " 97 " 35 » 20 U ' S ' C - 3851 • (Expires September 30, 
1 987 ) 



Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



Authorization 

$ 10,000,000 
11,000,000 
1/ 
T/ 
V 



Appropriation 



$ 



6,500,000 
5,850,000 
5,850,000 
5,850,000 
6,500,000 




Purpose: To support the distribution of inexpensive books to students 
from preschool through high school age to help motivate them to learn to 
read. 

Method of Operation: The program is administered through a sole source 
contract awarded to Reading is Fundamental, Inc. (RIF) 

Authorized A ctivities: RIF allocates funds to local community associations 
which then distribute the books. Community support through volunteer ac- 
tivities by educators, parents, librarians, and business and civic leaders 
is a key element of the program. Local projects may receive support of up 
to 75 percent of the cost of book purchases and 100 percent of book costs 
for migrant children. RIF also works with 137 book publishers and 202 dis- 
tributors to provide discounts on books. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

For FY 1984, the Department's principal objective was to award the contract 
to RIF, Inc., in a timely manner. 



B. Progress and Accomplishments 

ED awarded the contract to RIF, Inc. as scheduled but at a lower amount than 
planned. 2/ 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served: In FY 1984 about 2.2 million children In 3,000 communities 
received books through the RIF program and the efforts of more than 100,000 
volunteers. (E.I) 

Benefits Provided: In FY 1984 about 7 million boo!;s were distributed. Since 
1<*76, the program has distributed almost 58 million books. (E.l) 

A 1980 study found that the program was enthusiastically supported by school 
personnel, parents, volunteers, and sponsoring community agencies. Respondents 
reported their beliefs that the program was the only source of books most 
participating children had In their homes, that 1t stimulated greater parental 
Involvement In their children's reading, and that It had beneficial Impacts 
on school -community and school -parent relations (E.2). Department staff judge 
the portrayal to still be fairly accurate. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. Annual Reports of RIF, Inc., to the Department's Office of Elementary 
and Secondary Education. 

2. An Evaluation of the Right-to-Read Inexpensive Book Distribution Program, 
General Research Corporation, McLean, Virginia, October, 1980. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b): 



No further studies related to this program are planned. 



Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Kay Henry, (202) 472-7960 

Program studies: Carol Chelemer, (202) 245-9401 
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Notes 

1. This program Is one of several activities authorized by ECIA Chapter 2, 
Subchapter D. The maximum amount authorized for Subchapter 0 Is six 
percent of the total amount appropriated for Chapter 2. Subchapter D 
also establishes a minimum for the Inexpensive Book Distribution Program 
of $5,850,000. 

2. A portion of the appropriation, $650,000, was not allocated as of 9/30/84 
as a result of the pending court case, United States of America v» Board 
of Education of the City of Chicago (No. flOC-5124). Note: me $65TJTOTIT 
win be awarded using FY 1985 appropriation. 
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SECRETARY'S DISCRETIONARY PROGRAM— 01 SCRETI ON ARY ACTIVITIES 
TO IMPROVE ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION 
(CFDA Nos. 84.122, 84.073, and 84.123) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation ; Education Consolidation and Improvement Act of 1981, Section 
58? (a) as amended, P.L. 97-35 (20 U.S.C. 3851). (Expires September 30, 1987) 

Funding Since 1983 ; 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1983 1/ $23,765,000 

1984 T/ 28,765,000 

Purpose ; To gather and disseminate Information on the effectiveness of 
programs to meet the needs of Individuals served by the Education Consoli- 
dation and Improvement Act (ECIA) and to assess the needs of those Individ- 
uals, to support research and demonstrations related to the purposes of 
the ECIA, to Improve educational personnel training, and to assist State 
and local educators In their Implementation of the ECIA. 

Structure ; The Secretary's Discretionary Program assisted programs In 
four categories; (1) those mandated by the authorizing statute (Arts In 
Education. Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education, and Inexpensive Book Dis- 
tribution?/), (2) that newly mandated by amendments under P.L. 98-312 
(Law-Related Education!/), (3) those Included In the budget request or 
House or Senate committee reports (National Diffusion Network^/, Educational 
Television and Technology!', and Evaluation of the ECIA Chapter 2 Block 
Grant), and (4) discretionary programs and projects undertaken by the 
Department. 

o Category (1); Programs mandated by the ECIA 

These programs are described Individually In the Annual Evaluation 
Report: 'Arts In Education" In chapter 117, "Inexpensive Book Distri- 
bution" In chapter 118, and "Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education" In 
chapter 114. 

o Category (2): Program newly mandated by P.L. 98-312 

The purpose of Law-Related Education Is to enable non-lawyers, Including 
children, youth, and adults, to become better Informed concerning the 
law, the legal process, the legal system, and the fundamental principles 
upon which these are based. The Secretary's Discretionary Program pro- 
vided nearly $1 million for law-related education in Fiscal Year 1984. 

o Category (3); Programs cited by House or Senate Committee reports In 
response to the Administration's budget request 

Under the National Diffusion Network (NDN) , organizations that have 
developed products or practices certified by the Department's Joint 
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Dissemination Review Panel and to?»e NDN grants disseminate Information 
about those efforts and provide training to educational personnel at 
new sites throughout the Nation as "Developer Demonstrators." Agencies 
help local educators Install the certified products or practices through 
support from "State Facilitator" grants. Both types of grants are 
awarded cc petltlvely and may last as long as four years depending 
upon performance and availability of funds. Contracts are also awarded 
competitively and for varying lengths of time for organizations to 
provide technical assistance to NDN grantees and to Identify and 
assess promising practices. The Secretary's Discretionary Program 
provided $10 million for NDN In Fiscal Year 1984. 

Under the Education Television and Technology Program , contracts and 
grants are awarded competitively to organizations to develop, refine, 
and distribute educational television programs and to develop projects 
and school -based demonstrations of educational technology. The Secre- 
tary's Discretionary Program provided $1,290,000 for educational tele- 
vision and technology In Fiscal Year 1984. 

Under the effort to evaluate the Chapter 2 Block Grant , the Department 
supported two studies. These are described 1n Chapter 104 of this 
Report. The Secretary's Discretionary Program provided $489,000 for 
this evaluation activity In Fiscal Year 1984. 

o Category (4): The Secretary's Special Initiatives 

Special Initiatives In Fiscal Year 1984 Included a grant competition to 
fund research, demonstrations, and planning projects In two priority 
areas: Teacher Incentives and Unsolicited Applications'. The Secretary's 
Discretionary Program spent approximately $4.5 million on these projects 
In Fiscal Year 1984: $1 million for Teacher Incentive projects and 
$3.5 million for Unsolicited Grants. 



Table 1 on page 119-3 displays the Intended funding flow for Fiscal Year 
1984 for the Secretary's Discretionary Program. The Table shows the total 
amount and then the amounts for mandated programs, for programs cited by 
the Congress 1n response to Departmental requests, and for the Secretary's 
Special Initiatives. 
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Table 1. Secretary's Discretionary Program, Fiscal Year 
1984 Intended Funding Flow: Total, Mandates, Responses 
to Departmental Requests t Secretary's Special Initiatives 

Intended Funding Flow 

Total Appropriation : $28,76F 0 

(1) Proqams Mandated by the ECIAl / : $11,475,000 

Arts In Education $2,125,000 
Inexpensive Book Distribution 6,500,000 
Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education 2,850,000 

(2) Newly Mandated by P.L. 98-3121 /; $ 1,000,000 

Law-ftelated Education $1,000,000 

(3) Congressional Response to 

Departmental Budget Requests : $11,779,000 
Programs cited 1n House or Senate 
Committee reports: 
National Diffusion Network!' $10,000,000 
Educational Television and 

Technology!/ 1,290,000 
Evaluation of the Chapter 2 
Block Grant 489,000 

(4) Discretiona ry Portion for Secretary's 

Special InkJadves : $4,511,000 



II. PFSPf/r SE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals *nd Objectives 

During FV 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this program were 
as follows. 

o Through the Secretary's Special Initiatives , to 

- stimulate the development of teacher Incentive structures designed 
to improve the quality of elementary and secondary education by 
Influx ;ng teacher recruitment and personnel systems; and 

stimulate research, development, demonstration, and related activi- 
ties to focus on unmet national elementary and secondary education 
needs, particularly those Identified by the National Commission on 
Excellence in Education. 

o Through the National Diffusion Network , to 

- disseminate more Information in the Secretary's priority areas, 
especially In technology applications, adult literacy, and teaching 
of math and science; 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 

Increase number, quality, and geographic spread of adoptions of 
exemplary efforts; and 

provide technical assistance. 

o Through the Education Television and Technology program, to 

continue to make available high-quality educational television pro- 
gramming, particularly for children; 

assist States and localities In making good use of new Instructional 
technologies, notably microcomputers; 

complete development of, and make available through distribution 
arrangements with publishers, high-quality prototype software In 
reading, writing, and mathematics for upper elementary school 
students; and 

demonstrate In local school settings the effective use of technology 
to Improve teaching and learning In reading, writing, science, and 
mathematics In elementary and secondary schools. 

o Through the Law-Related Education program, to 

assist elementary and secondary schools In making educational activ- 
ities about the legal system a permanent part of the curriculum; and 

provide high-quality Instructional resources to be used In secondary 
school law-related education classes. . 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

In FY 1984, the Secretary* j Discretionary Program funds were frozen by the 
U.S. District Court In United States v. Board of Education of the City of 
Chicago . Some of the funds were released (51.04 million) late In FY 1984 
and were used to fund some National Diffusion Network projects and some 
Teacher Incentive Planning grants. The Discretionary Program's FY 1985 
funds have been used to support the remainder of the 1984 projects. At 
such time as the District Court releases the frozen FY 1984 funds, account- 
ing adjustments will be made so that the 1985 awards can be made. 

In FY 1984, the progress and accomplishments of each of the program's com- 
ponents were: 

Secretary's Special Initiatives : 

o Fifty-one geographically dispersed applicants were selected to re- 
ceive planning grants for developing a variety of teacher Incentive 
structures to be Implemented In their local school districts and 
to serve as models for others throughout the Nation. The grants 
totaled t:pprox Ornately $1 million. 
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Progress and Accomplishments (Continued) 

o Forty unsolicited grants were awarded for projects of national sig- 
nificance to Improve elementary and secondary education. These 
projects were designed to Improve mathematics and science Instruc- 
tion, address recommendations of the National Commission on Excel- 
lence In Education, and advance teacher quality through Incentives. 
In addition, other projects were supported to expand parental 
choice In education, Increase literacy In the school-age population, 
Improve teacher training, promote awareness of Illiteracy, and 
develop programs to teach English as a second language. 

National Diffusion Network : 

o The National Diffusion Network continued support of 51 Developer 
Demonstrator grants; funded 53 new State Facilitator grants and 40 
new Developer Demonstrator grant* In varied areas Including the 
priority areas of technology, adult literacy, reading, science and 
math; assisted In the Implementation of one new "technology light- 
house" In addition to the continuation of ten Initially funded In 
previous years; Identified 30 new promising practices In different 
geographic areas; and gave assistance to 60 programs for their 
submittals to the Joint Dissemination Review Panel. 

Education Television and Technology : 

i 

o Three new television series land the third season of the popular 
3-2-1 CONTACT 1 program, all c'ofitrlbut 'ng to Improved elementary and 
secondary science education, were aired on public television for the 
first time. Another actlvltyJwas the multl -media, Interdisciplinary 
program The Voyage of the MIMI . It combined television, print, 
and software materials with the objective of Increasing children's 
understanding of science, mathematics, and technology. Marketed 
by Holt, Rlnehart, and Winston, The Voyage of the MIMI Is also 
coming to the attention of educators through a teacher-training 
program supported by the National Science Foundation. Also com- 
pleted were four new television series targeted at the teen-age 
audience. Two In the first category ( 3-2-1 CONTACT 1 and POWERHOUSE ) 
received a special Action for Children's Television award and a 
Gabriel Award, respectively; two In the last category ( SOMEBODY 
ELSE'S PLACE and MOVING RIGHT ALONG ) received the Gold Award at 
the New York International Film Festival and the Ohio State Award 
for excellent film-making, respectively. 

o Three major software development projects were completed and their 
products, designed to Improve Instruction In writing, reading, and 
mathematics In upper elementary and secondary classrooms through the 
application of microcomputers, are currently being made available 
to schools by D.C. Heath, WICAT, Inc., and Encyclopedia BrJtannlca, 
Inc. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments (Continued) 
Law-Related Education ; 

o In FY 1984, $1 million supported 12 Law-Related Education projects. 
These included one project that worked with 18 States, 10 elemen- 
tary and secondary school projects, and one special film project, 

o Priority was given to projects that would support the institution- 
alization of model programs In elementary and secondary school 
classrooms. Project activities Included: teacher training, cur- 
riculum development, dissemination of materials, seminars.,- mock 
trials, demonstration centers, alternative programs- to help solve 
juvenile behavior problems, and a broad -spectrum of related skill 
development activities for grades K-l 2. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

o Under the Secretary's Special Initiatives » awards ranged from about 
$6,000 to $370,000. The projects began during school year 1983-84, so 
no data on their effectiveness are available yet. 

o Under the National Diffusion Network , costs are roughly $545 per school 
or about $5.75 per student served. The effectiveness of the effort can 
be assessed In terms of the number and geographic spread of sites adopt- 
ing exemplary projects, educators' satisfaction with the programs 
distributed, the degree to which exemplary practices are faithfully 
Implemented In the adopting sites, and the gains in student performance. 
Data on each are presented below: 

Geographic Spread of Exempl ary Projects : Based on figures compiled 
from FY 1984 project applications (see E.l below), program staff 
report that 18,400 schools were adopting and Implementing exemplary 
projects. More than 64,000 educators received training to use 
programs and practices, and approximately 1.7 million students, or 
4 percent of fall 1982 elementary /secondary enrollment, werr being 
served by programs adopted In these new sites. 

Fidelity of Project Implementation : An earlier evaluation (E.5) re- 
port ed — thlFl>n>jecTI"Tm^^ the NDN were reasonably faith- 
ful to. developer specifications. Similarly, results from more re- 
cent studies (E.2 and E.3) have shown that NDN project adopters 
were implementing cne new practices with considerable fidelity. 

User Satisfaction : Results from studies conducted over the last six 
years (E.2, E.3, E.4, E.5, and E.6) Indicate that users continued 
to report satisfaction with the training-related services and 
materials provided by the NDN. 

Student Performance Gains : the most recent study (E.2) indicates 
that grantees and teachers 1n schools implementing NDN projects 
reported Improved levels of student achievement and better svident 
attitudes toward learning. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

o Under the Education Television and Technology Program , the 12 school - 
based technology demonstration programs ware funded with $1.6 million 
1n FY 1983. Although still 1n the first year of development, they were 
already receiving considerable publicity, requests for Information, 
and site visitor . They were also attracting funds from ether sources 
to enhance their own development and dissemination efforts, and were 
systematically collecting data on the Impact of their technology 
applications on student achievement. 

o Und^ p the Law-Related Education Program . 12 grants were made averaging 
aBout $83,300 psch. 

A three-year research study on the Impact of Law-Related Education on stu- 
dents was completed 1n 1984. It was the second national study of the 
effectiveness of the Law-Related Education Program. The findings, pub- 
lished 1n 1984, confirmed previous findings that law-related education, when 
taught according to specific, Identifiable standards, can serve as a sig- 
nificant deterrent to delinquent behavior. 

The evaluation found that students who are exposed to law-related educa- 
tion programs are less likely than others the same age to engage 1n eight 
o'" the 10 categories of delinquent behavior examined. Among law-related 
education students, rates dropped for offenses ranging from truancy and 
cheating on tests to smoking marijuana and acts usually classified as 
felonies. These students also showed Improvement 1n many factors associ- 
ated with law-abiding behavior, including favorable attitudes toward school 
and the police and avoidance of delinquent friends (E.7). 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

In order to award grants early enough for planning and Implementation of 
demonstrations during school year 1984-85, notices about grant competi- 
tions supported by the Secretary's Discretionary Program will bo published 
earlier 1n the year. 

New NDN program regulations require educational programs to be reviewed 
by En's Joint Dissemination Review Panel for evidence of effectiveness 
every four years, 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited in Section C Above 

1. National Diffusion Network analyses of grantee applications. 

2. Crandall, David P. and Associates, People, Policies, and Practices : 
Examining the Chain of School Improvement, volumes I-X , Andover, MA; 
The Network, Inc., 1983. 

3. Crandall, D.P., C.L. Thompson, and J. A. Taylor, Thr National Diffusion 
Network: A Special Report . Andover, MA: The NETWORK, Inc., November 
1980. 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited in Section C Above (Continued) 



4. Campeau, P.L. et al., Final Report: Evaluation of Project Information 
Package Dissemination and Implementation ; Paio Alto, CA: American In- 
stitutes for Research, January, 1979. 

5. EmeMck, J. A., Evaluation of the National Diffusion Network . Volumes 
1 and 2, Henlo Parle, CA: Stanford Research Institute, 1977. 

6. Stearns, M.S., Evaluation of the Field Test of Project Information Pack- 
ages: Volume I -Summary Repor t. Memo Park, CA: Stanford Research In- 
stltute, 1977. 

7. Law-Related Education Evaluation Project Final Report, Phase II, Year 3 . 
Boulder, COL: Social Science Education Consortium and Center for Action 
Research, June 1984. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies about programs supported by the Secretary's Discretionary Program 
are in progress. 



Contact for Further Information 

Program Operations : 

National Diffusion Network: Lee WickHne, (^02) 653-7000 

Educational Television and Technology: Jean Narayanan, (202) 254-5856 

Law-Related Education: R1ta Ray, (202) 472-7960 

Discretionary Grant Competitions: Tom Enderleln, (202) 472-1762 

P rogram Studies : Ann Welnheimer, (202) 245-8877 



Notes i 

1. Section 563 of ECIA authorized up to six percent of the funds appro- 
priated for Chapter 2 of the ECIA to be used for the Secretary's 
Discretionary Program. 

2. Each of the three programs mandated by law 1n the Secretary's Discre- 
tionary Program 1s covered by « separate chapter 1n the Annual Evalua- 
tion Report. 

3. During FY 1984, the Law-Related Education Program was mandated by P.L. 
98-312. It 1s included 1n this chapter because 1t became a newly 
mandated program at the end of the fiscal year. Next year, 1t will 
appear 1n a separate chapter 1n the Annual Evaluation Report. 

4. Although the Secretary's Discretionary Program appears In the Annual 
Evaluation Report under Elementary and Secondary Programs, both the NDN 
and the Education Television and Technology program are administered by 
the Department's Office of Educational Research and Improvement. 
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BILINGUAL EDUCATION— DISCRETIONARY GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATION AGENCIES. 
STATE EDUCATION AGENCIES, INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION, 
AND NONPROFIT PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS 
(CFDA No. 84.003) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : P.L. 89-10, as amended by P.L. 95-561, Title VII of ESEA 
of 1965, (ZO U.S.C. 3221-3261). (P.L. 97-35, Omnibus Budget Recondlatlon 
Act of 1981, expired September 30, 1984. )\J 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 299,000,000 $ 171,763,000 

1981 446,000,000 2/ 161,427,000 

1982 139,970,000 1/ 138,058,000 

1983 139,970,000 1/ 138,057,000 

1984 139,970,000 7/ 135,679,000 



Purpose: To develop and carry out programs of bilingual education 1n 
elementary and secondary schools, Including activities at the pre- 
school level, which are designed to meet the educational needs of 
children of limited English proficiency (LEP); to demonstrate effective 
ways of providing such children with Instruction designed to enable them, 
while using their native language, to achieve competence In English; 
and to build the capacity of grantees to continue programs of bilingual 
education after Federal funding ceases. 

Program Components : The Office of Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs administers the ESEA Title VII Bilingual Education 
Program and funds 12 subprograms. Basic Projects 1n Bilingual Education, 
Demonstration Projects, and Desegregation Support Projects will be dis- 
cussed 1n this chapter; the remaining nine programs are discussed 1n other 
chapters. A description of Ve three programs follows: 

1. Basic Projects 1n Bilingual Education . A Basic Project grant 1s award- 
ed to~~eTnDTrsTi7~oT>irateor^^ of bilingual education to 
assist children of limited English proficiency as defined 1n the legis- 
lation to Improve their English-language skills. Programs supported by 
the Bilingual Education Act are Intended to assist children to be able 
to enter an all -English-language educational program as soon as possible. 
LEAs are required to design programs within a framework that requires the 
use of English, and to the extent necessary, the child's home language 1n 
Instruction 1n non-language subject areas. The projects are Intended to 
build the capacity of the grantee to maintain programs of bilingual 
education when Federal funding 1s reduced or no longer available. 
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Program Components (Continued) 

2« Demonstration Projects . This program provides financial assistance 
to demonstrate exemplary approaches to providing programs of bilingual 
education and to build the capacity of the grantee to maintain those pro- 
grams when Federal funding 1s reduced or no longer available. In addition 
to demonstrating exemplary practices, these projects must meet the re- 
quirements that apply to the Basic Projects Program. 

3 « Desegregation Support Program. As discussed in the 1983 AER, the 
program was targeted for phase-out through budget policy. The phase-out 
was accomplished 1n FY 1984. Congress did not authorize funds for the 
Desegregation Support Program 1n FY 1984. 

Eligibility : Local education agencies, Institutions of higher education 
applying jointly with one or more local education agencies, or an ele- 
mentary or secondary school operated or funded by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs or a non-profit organization or Indian tribe are eligible for the 
Basic Grant and Demonstration program. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives ; 

For FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for these programs were: 

o To use the Basic Project Programs supplementary funds for programs 
that Included a curriculum development component. 

o Through the Demonstration Projects Program, to serve the following 
populations: high school students entering the job market and juve- 
nile delinquents. The Demonstration Projects Program also had 
funding priorities for new projects that demonstrated exemplary 
approaches to the following components of a program of bilingual 
education: community or parental Involvement, and Instructional 
technology. 

B . Pr ogress and Accomplishments : 

o In FY 1984 approximately 40 programs have a component of materials 
development for a total of $578,864. The monies were used to 
develop curriculum materials mostly for languages that do not have 
commercially available materials, especially for the Asian-American 
and Native-American languages. 

o The Demonstration Projects Program funded 49 projects addressing 
Its priorities. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Program Costs : In FY 1984, $89,565,408 was awarded through grants to 
local school districts for Basic and Demonstration Projects. For the 
1983-84 school year, Title VII basic projects spent approximately $389 
per enrolled Hm1ted-Engl1sh-prof1c1ent (LEP) student. This amount 1s 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) (Continued) 



based on the total funds awarded to local districts divided by the number 
of LEP students served. 

Students ServfS . In FY 1984, 564 Basic grants were awarded to districts 
to serve about 229,980 LEP and 45,739 non-LEP students speaking more than 
90 different languages. Under the Demonstration Projects program, 49 
projects in 23 States were funded to serve about 16,349 students speaking 
20 different languages. Thirty percent of the projects served fewer than 
200 students, 34 percent enrolled from 200-399 students, and 36 percent 
served 400 or more students. 

Student Coverage : Considerations of whether the program serves all elly- 
ible children depends on how many children need bilingual education. 
Programs funded by State and local education agencies must also be counted. 
For the 1983-84 school year, Title VII reported serving 159,900 children 1n 
564 Basic Projects and 15,850 students 1n 49 Demonstration Projects. 
Additional federally funded bilingual education and English as a second 
language (ESL) services were provided under Title I, ESEA. Services were 
also provided by t the Refugee Assistance Act to 93,920 children (see 
Chapter 203) and \the EC I A Chapter 1 Migrant program (see Chapter 102, 
language services unknown). 

In 1983, 22 States and American Samoa had legislation that either mandated 
bilingual education for LEP students or services for Instructing LEP 
persons. In 1983, State expenditures for instructional services to LEP 
students were approximately $223 million. States provided special language 
Instructional services to an estimated 925,000 LEP students 1n 1983 (El). 

Eligibility for Title VII Assistance. According to the Act, limited Eng- 
lish proficient students are. eligible for Title VII assistance. Title 
VII, ESEA defines "limited English proficiency" to mean an individual who 
was not born 1n the United States or whose native language 1s other than 
English; who comes from a home environment 1n which a language other than 
English 1s most relied upon for communication; or who 1s an American 
Indian or Alaskan native and comes from an environment 1n which a language 
other than English has had a significant Impact on his or her leve. of 
English language proficiency and who, H by reason thereof has sufficient 
difficulty 1n understanding, speaking, reading, and writing the English 
language to deny the individual the opportunity to learn successfully in 
classrooms where the language of Instruction is English. Local districts 
1n which such students are enrolled are eligible to apply for Title VII 
assistance. Title VII grants are awarded on a discretionary basis. 

Identifying si«ch children has turned out to be difficult. The English 
Language Proficiency Survey of 1982 1s the Department's most current 
population survey of children w1tn limited English proficiency. Preliminary 
results indicate that the number of children aged 5-14 who come from a 
non-English language background and are therefore language minority 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness - Grants to School Districts 
(Continued) 

children 1s estimated at 4.5 million. Of these children, 2.4 million are 
limited English proficient (LEP)(E1). However, previous studies have 
shown that many of these children use English as their only or usual 
language. Based on these studies, the number of children who require 
English language services because of their Inability to function 1n 
English 1s estimated to be substantially less than this 2.4 million LEP 
population estimate (E2). 

Language Use . In a NIE study researchers documented the extent to which 
English is~used by teachers in bilingual education classrooms over two 
school yeafT t There was a marked increase In the use of English in the 
second year. One possible explanation for this change toward Increased 
use of English in bilingual classrooms 1s that it reflects the public 
discussion of the function of bilingual education resulting from the 
Department's efforts to provide the schools with more flexibility and 
choice of Instructional method for LEP students (E3, E4). 

Effectiveness : Several new studies are^underway. (For a review of com- 
pleted studies, see Annual Evaluation Keport for FY 1983, p. 201-9.) 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations fo" Legislation 

In addition to emphasizing strongly the development of school districts' 
capacity to serve limited English proficient children, the Administra- 
tion's legislative proposal, the Bilingual Education Improvements Act 
of 1983, was designed to restructure the basic grants to school districts 
program, revising program goals and criteria and ending long-term aid to 
districts. Funding priority would be given to districts serving children 
with the greatest Immediate need: those whose usual language 1s not 
English. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited in Section C Above: 

1. The Condition of Bilingual Education in the Nation, 1984 . U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education. 

2. Baker, Keith. "Ideological Bias in Bilingual Education." Paper present- 
ed at the Annual Meeting of the American Educational Research Assoc- 
iation, New Orleans, Louisiana, April 27, 1984. 

3. Fisher, Charles W. and Guthrie, Larry F. "Executive Siimmary: The 
Significant Bilingual Instructional Features Study," San Francisco: 
FarWest Laboratories, 1983. 

4. Tikunoff, William. The Significant Bilingual Instructional Features 
Study: Utility of the SBIF Features for the Instruction of LEP 
Students." San Francisco: FarWest Laboratories, 1983. 
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F. Other Supporting Data : 

Supplementary Fact Sheet 

1984 



Basic Grant i $ 89,775,260 

Basic Grants to LEAs $ 81,517,000 

Number of projects supported 608 

Number of new projects 189 

Number of LEP children served 229,988 

Average per LEP pupil expenditure $389 

Demonstration Grants to LEAs $7,967,000 

Number of projects supported 40 

Number of new projects 14 

Number of children served 16,349 

Average per pupil expenditure $489 

Special Demonstration Contracts $291,262 

Number of contracts * 1 

Total Projects 548 

Number of children served... 246,98b 



Desegregation Support Grants $0 

Number of projects 0 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

0 Development Associates continued work on the Congress ionally -mandated 
longitudinal evaluation study which will determine the impact of 
services to limited English proficient students. 

0 SRA Technology began a major evaluation which will study structured 
English immersion programs for LEP students in the United States as 
compared to more traditional bilingual education approaches. 

0 Other ongoing and new studies funded under Part C which are relevant 
to the Basic Grant program include: 

—Advanced Technology, Incorporated is examining local school districts 
which do not receive Title VII funding, but are able to build 
instructional capacity. 

--Naomi Gray Associates 1s examining services provided to junior 
and senior high school language minority/limited English proficient 
students. 

—Decision Resources, Incorporated 1s examining Census data to 
determine the number of limited English proficient students 1n the 
United States. 

--Hope Associates, Incorporated will study the needs and services 
to recent immigrant students. 
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III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) (Continued) 

--Pelavln Associates, Incorporated will examine entry and exit 
criteria for students 1n bilingual education programs. 

— rhe National Center for Bilingual Research 1s validating the 
Language Measurement and Assessment Instrument, an Instrument 
which evaluates language proficiency. 

— MESA, Incorporated 1s studying Title VII programs which serve 
native American and Alaskan native l/EP students. 

— COMSIS is reviewing the state-of-the-art of education technologies 
Implemented 1n programs of Instruction serving LEP students 1n 
Basic and Demonstration projects/. 

—Human Resources Corporation 1s examining the needs of and services 
to Hawaiian and other Pacific Islanders. 

--The Educational Testing Service, Incorporated is supplementing the 
National Assessment of Educational Progress with questions for LEP 
students. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Rudy Cordova, (202) 245-2609 (Basic Program) 

Rudy Munis, (202) 245-2595 (Demonstration Program) 
Program Studies: Robert Stonehill, (202) 245-9401 

Notes 



1. The Education Amendments of 1"84, P.L. 98-511 (October 19, 1984), 
authorizes bilingual education through FY 1988. 

2. Includes $90 million for bilingual vocational training (authorized 
under the Vocational Education Act) and $8 million for bilingual 
desegregation programs (authorized under the Emergency School Aid 
Act). 

3. This authorization is established by the Omnibus Budget Reconcilia- 
tion Act of 1981, P.L. 97-35. This authorization and appropriation 
Is shared with programs 1n Chapters 201, 204, and 205. 

4. Section 587(a) of the Education Consolidation and Improvement Act 
(ECIA) of 1981, P.L. 97-35, repealed the Emergency School Aid Act 
(ESAA). However, Section 751 of Title VII was not affected. 
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BILINGUAL VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS— DISCRETIONARY GRANTS TO 
STATE ANO LOCAL PUBLIC AGENCIES, HIGHER EDUCATION INSTITUTIONS, AND 
PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS (CFDA Nos. 84.077, 84.099, and 84.100) 



I. PROGRAM PRJFILE : 

Leyislation : P.L. 94-482 as amended by P.I . 94-40 (20 U.S.C. 2301-24^1). 
(Expired September 30, I984.J1/ 

Funding Since 1980: \ 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 80,000,000 $ 4,800,000 

1981 90,000,000 3,960,000 

1982 735,000,000 2/ 3,686,000 3/ 

1983 735,000,000 2/ 3,686,000 ?/ 

1984 735,000,000 ?/ 3,686,000 7/ 



Purpose: Bilingual vocational programs are authorized undpr the Voca- 
tional Education Act, as amended. These programs provide occupational 
training, and the chance to increase job-related English-language skills, 
to adults and out-of -school youth who have limited English-speaking 
ability. They also support the training of d1 Ungual vocational instruc- 
tors and the development of Instructional materials. 

Eligible Recipients : Applicants eligible for bilingual vocational traln- 
Ing grants and contracts Include: local education agencies, appropriate 
State agencies, postsecondary education Institutions, private nonprofit 
vocational training Institutions, nonprofit educational or training 
organizations especially created to serve a group whose language as 
normally used 1s other than English, and private for-profit agencies and 
organizations. 

For bilingual vocational Instructor training g. ants (CFDA No. B4.U99), 
the following agencies or Institutions are eligible for grants or 
contracts: (a) State agencies and (b) public and private nonprofit 
educational Institutions. Private for-profit educational Institutions 
are eligible only for contracts.. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives : No special goals or objectives were identifi- 
ed for this program in FY 1 (, 84. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : No new Information 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Students Served . In FY 1984, 24 student training projects under blHnyual 

vocational training (84.077), totaling $4,784,241, 4/ recruited and 

trained 2,991 persons of limited English-speaking ability. Since the 

Inception of the program, 161 projects and 14,822 trainees nave be<;n 
funded. 
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C. Costs, benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 



Types of Benefits Provided: Under the Bilingual Vocational Training Pro 
gram, individuals with limited English-speaking ability are trained for 
gainful employment as semi-skilled or skilled workers in environments where 
English is the language normally used. Under the Bilingual Vocational 
Instructor Training Program, participants receive training in vocational 
skills, in the methodology of bilingual education, and in job-placement 
techniques as well as job-related Engl 1sh-as -a -second-language (ESL) 
Instruction or related course work. 

Program Effectiveness : No current information is available. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation : 

It 1s proposed that training be provided for ESL and vocational instructors 
at the local education agency level, 1n the use of computerized 
language analysis of vocational instructional materials for the purpose 
of preparing job-related ESL curricula. 

There is also a need to provide training for the staffs of State education 
agencies and of institutions of higher education in the development of 
bilingual vocational instructor training programs. 

E., and F. 

No new information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

Juarez and Associates of Los Angeles, California, i$- preparing a report 
identifying successful strategies used in the six ou/^rejitly funded biling- 
ual vocational instructor training projects. ' [ 



Cont acts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Jame^T. Rogers, (202) 447-9227 

Velma Robinson— By T, <1 20 2) 732-1752 
Barbara Wells— BVIT, (202) 732-1840 

Program Studies : Robert Stonehill, (202) 245-9401 



1. The Carl D. Perkins Vocational Education Act of 1984, P.L. 98-524 
(October 19, 1984), authoriz-s bilingual vocational education 

through FY 1989. 

2. The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, P.L. 97-35 establishes 
an authorization for this program under the Vocational Education Act 
of $735 million, with no specific authorization for bilingual vo- 
cational training. 




Notes 



Notes (Continued) 



3. Section 183 of the Vocational Education Act, as amended, specifies 
that available funds are to be divided among the three different 
programs as follows: 

o Sixty-five percent for the activities supported under the bilingual 
Vocational Training Program (84.077). 

o Twenty-five percent for the activities supported under the Bilingual 
Vocational Instructor Training Program (84.099). 

o Ten percent for the activities supported under the Bilingual 
Vocational Instructional Materials, Methods, and Techniques (84.100). 

4. In order to put the program on the same funding schedule as other 
activities operated by the Office of Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, the bulk of both FY 1983 and FY 1984 appropriations 
were obligated in 1984. 
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TRANSITION PROGRAM FOR REFUGEE CHILDREN—FORMULA GRANTS TO 
STATE EDUCATION AGENCIES (CFUA No. 84.146) 1/ 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : P.L. 96-212, Section 412 of the Refuyee Act of 1980 
(8 U.S.C. 1522); Refugee Assistance Amendments of 1982, P.L. 97-363. 
(Expires September 30, 1985.) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 2/ 

1980 Indefinite $ 23,168,000 

1981 Indefinite 44,268,000 3/ 

1982 Indefinite o 

1983 Indefinite 16,600,000 

1984 Indefinite \ 16,600,000 



Purpose: To provide Federal assistance to State and local educational 
agencies to meet the special education needs of eligible refugee child- 
ren enrolled 1n elementary and secondary schools. The grants may be 
used to develop capacity through funding special curriculum materials, 
bilingual teachers and aides, remedial classes, and guidance and counsel- 
ing services required to bring these children into the mainstream of the 
American education system. 

Eligibility : The program provides grants to State education agencies to 
assist local educational agencies in providing special services to elig- 
ible children. The State must have an approved plan for the administration 
of refugee resettlement programs on file with the Office of Refugee 
Resettlement in the Department of Health and Human Services. 

Administration: The program 1s administered by the Department of Education 
via an interagency agreement with the Department of Health and Human 
Services. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives : 

Other than following the annual formula yrant procedures, no new goals or 
objectives for FY 1984 were Identified for this program. 

B. Progress and Accomplishmen ts: Not applicable. 




c « ( psts, Benefits, and Effectiveness: 

Students Served; For school year 1984-85, $16,600,000 >f FY 1984 funds 
were used for the education of refugee children; 93.9J0 cni dren w£ e 
serve J for an average of $159 per child. For the same schooTy^r! 
$5 million was appropriated under Section 501(a) of the Refugee Education' 
*V St r'l$? 0f * 982 ' as amended ' for tne e^catlon of Cuban and Haitian 

T^ ant :h l dnd l2 ' 959 ch11dren were served 'or an average cos. of 

*Ji>* per cni id. 

The Secretary determines the amounts of the awards to State educational 

^km, i SEA) Da i! d °V count of tne eligible children enrolled 1n 
public and nonprofit private elementary and secondary schools 1n the 
States. For each year 1n which funds are made available for this prouram 
^? Jh?ri ary anno " nces a count date when SEA's must count the child™ 
!..!!! !! for \ a " 1stance . Some State and local agencies may have d1ff1- 
f? rfJI J f rr1y1n y at ac <*™te counts because Identification of children 
eligible for assistance Involves privacy Issues which 1n some cases are 
governed by State and local law. 

Geographic Distribution; For school year 1984-85, the States reoortad 
that there were 93,9aTel1g1ble refugee children enrolled In , the Natl^'s 
elementary and secondary schools. The nine States with refugee children 
enrollment of 3,000 or more have a total of 63,800 refugee children or 
68 percent of the total refugee children enrollment. California alone 
accounted for 31 percent of the total. 4lone 

Enrollment Decrease; Between school year 1983 and 1984, total enrolment 
or refugee chlldreTT decreased by approximately 15 percent. enro,lmenc 

Instructional Methods; Bilingual education was used in 17 States (requir- 
ed by state law in four States). In addition, 13 States used ESL 13 

S255-! ,8fl « E ? , i i a0d # It"? 1 * 1 P r °9 rams . «nd 10 Stater, operated tutorial 
programs. Finally, 31 Stater, operated summer programs. 

Program Effectivene ss; No information is available 

P., E. t and F . 

No new information. 

HI. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

Not applicable. 

Contacts for Further Informati on 

Proyram Operations; Jonathan Chanu, 732-1842 
Program Studies : Kobert Stonen.ll, (202) 245-4401 
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Notes 

1. Quriny fiscal years 1980 through 1984, Congress also made special 
appropriations to meet the special educational needs of the Cuban and 
Haitian enfant children. The Secretary of Education requested and 
received a hY 1980 appropriation of $7.7 million under Section 303 of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, as amended. Fiscal year 
funding for Cuban and Haitian entrants for 1981 ($6 mi U ion), 1982 
($5.7 million), 1983 ($5 million} and 1984 ($5 million) was made 
available under Section b01(a) of the Refuyee Education Assistance 
Act of 1980, as amended. Appropriation language limited eligibility 
for FY 1981, 1982, 1983 and 1984 funds to those school districts with 
at least 10,000 entrants enrolled 1n the districts' sc' ols. Only 
Oade County, Florida, qualifies. 

2. Appropriations under this authority were made to the Department of 
Health and Human Services and were then transferred to the Department 
of Education. These appropriations do not Include funds for Cuban 
and Haitian entrants made available -under Section 501(a) of the 
Refuyee Ec .cation Assistance Act of 1980, as amended. 

2 Appropriations made in FY 1981 were used for a two-year period. 
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BILINGUAL EDUCATION TRAINING PROGRAMS — U I SCRET I UNARY GRANTS 
TO LOCAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS, STATE EDUCATION AGENCIES, INSTITUTIONS OF 
HIGHER EDUCATION OR NONPROFIT PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS 

(CFDA No. 84.003) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: P.L. 89-10, as amended by P.L. 95-b61, Title VII of ESEA of 
1965, (20 U.S.C. 3221-3261). (P.L. 97-35, Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
Act of 1981 expired September 30, 1 984 . )_)/ 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year • Authorization Appropriation 

1980 , $ 299,000,000 $ 171,763,000 

1981 446,000,000 2/ 161,427,000 

1982 139,970,000 1/ 138,058,000 

1983 139,970,000 ?/ 138,057,000 

1984 , 139,970,000 1/ 135,679,000 

Purpose: Training Programs, School of Education Projects, and Fellowship 
Projects provide financial assistance to local education agencies, insti- 
tutions of higher education, State education agencies and private nonpro- 
fit organizations to provide training and develop capacities to train 
individuals who are participating in, or are preparing to participate 
in, programs of bilingual education. 

Program Components: 

i 

• • Training Project s. Vhis program provides financial assistance to 
establish, operate, "or improve programs to train bilingual education 
teachers and administrators, paraprofess iona Is , "parents and other personnel 
participating or preparing to participate n bilingual education programs. 
Three types of projects are funded under this program: 

o Projects that provide undergraduate and graduate degree-oriented train- 
ing, and develop and improve training programs at institutions of 
higher education. 

o Projects that provide non-degree training to improve the skills of par- 
ents and educational personnel participating in programs of bilingual 
education; and 

o Projects that provide training to State education agency personnel 
to improve their skills in carrying out their responsibilities with 
regard to programs of bilingual education 

In Schools of Education Projects. This program provides financial as - 
sistance to institutions" of higher education to develop or expand their 
capacity to provide degjree-granting bilingual education training programs. 
Funds are used to pay salaries of instructors in bilingual education, 
with a declining Federal share of coots over the three-year yrant. 

ERIC ° 
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Program Components (Continued) 



3. Fellowship Program . This program provides fellowship assistance to 
full-tlire graduate students who already have a master's degree and who 
are preparing to become trainers of teachers of bilingual education. The 
statute and regulations require a recipient to work in authorized activi- 
ties for a period, of time equivalent to the time for which the student 
received assistance under tne program or pay oac* the assistance received. 

Eligibility: 

1. Training Projects . Those eligible for assistance under this program 
are a local school district; a State education agency; an institution of 
higher education or a nonprofit private organization that applies after 
consultation with one or more local education agency or with a State 
education agency; or an institution of higher education or a private, non- 
profit organization that applies jointly with one or more local education 
agency or with a State education agency. 

2. Schools of Education Projects. Those eligible for assistance under 
this program are institutions of higher education with a school, depart- 
ment, or college of education or a bilingual education training program. 
Institutions must apply after consultation with one or more local school 
districts or with a State education agency or an Institution of higher 
education with a school of education or a bilingual education training 
program that applies jointly with one or more local school districts or 
with a State education agency. 

3. Fellowship Program . An institution of higher education that offers a 
program of study leading to a degree above the master's level in the 
field of training teachers for bilingual education 1s eligible to partici- 
pate in this program. An individual 1s eligible to apply for a fellowship 
under this program if this Individual: (I) 1s a citizen, a national or a 
permanent resident of the United States; (2) is in the United States for 
other than a temporary purpose and can provide evidence from the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Service of his or her intent to become a permanent 
resident; or (3) is a permanent resident of Puerto R1co, Guam, American 
Samoa, the Virgin Islands, tne Northern Mariana Islands, or the Trust 
Territories of the Pacific Islands; and (4) has been accepted for enroll- 
ment as a full-time student 1n a course of study offered by an Institution 
of higher education approved for participation in this program. The 
course of study must lead to a degree above the master s level in the 
field of training teachers for bilingual education. 

1 1 . RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. (ioa ls and Objectives: During FY 1984, the Department's princioal 
objectives with respect to the Training Projects Pro«j«**m were as follows: 
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o To fund programs proposing to certify hi l ingual teachers in science, 
math, and educational technology. 

o To fund short- or long-term institutes to improve the skills of parents 
and other participants 1n carrying out their responsibilities in 
programs of bilingual education. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

o Approximately 15 percent of the grants funded projects to certify bi- 
lingual teachers in science, math, and educational technology during 



o Twelve projects were funded to improve the skills of psrgnts ara 
others 1n carrying out their responslbi lities .in programs of oliiagoat 
education. f" 



C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served : FY 1984 awards totaled $14 miUion for 13b undergrad- 
uate and graduate training projects* An additional %'i million was 
awarded for 12 short-term training institutes- During FY 1984, 369 
fellowships were awarded at 33 institutions of hiyuer education, totaling 
(3.5 million. 

Teacher Availa bility. The number of limi ted-Cngl ish-prof icient (LEP) 
students of school -age is one of the critic* • factors to consider in 
attempts to estimate the need for teachers of LEP cnildrem Another 
factor 1s the type of LEP students who need to be served. Until the 
results of the 1980 Census and 1982 English Language Proficiency Survey 
have been analyzed, valid estimates cannot b& r<w*e. 

Program effectiveness : No new information is available. 

D. Plans for Progr am !sncrovem*nt Recommendations for Legislation: 

The budget policy for 1984 contimed efforts begun in 1983 to streamline 
and focus the bilingual education training programs. Reductions were 
made through (1; phasing out the Fellowship and Schools of Education 
programs, (2) reducing the short-term training Institutes programs, 
and (3) removing 5tate education agency training from the Training 
Projects Program and placing it in the SEA assistance program under 
Support Services, 

The Schools of Education and the Fellowship program have contributed 
successfully to i.icreesihy the number of doctoral students and graduates 
in bilingual education awl have developed capacity in institutions of 
highfcr education in 26 Spates, Because of this capacity, the department 
now believes that tracing resources should i>«? targeted to inservice 
and bachelor degree-level training. 



FY 1984. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a ) (Continued) 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited in Section C Above: 
Not Applicable. 

F. Other Supporting OatV: 

Supplementary Budget Sheet 

^ 1984 Actual 

Training Programs $ 21,288,000 

Fellowship program $ 3,496,709 

Number of fellows 369 

Number of projects 34 

Schools of Education projects $ 366,707 

Number of projects 10 

IHE graduate/undergraduate % 14,004,442 

Number of students 6,600 

Number of programs 136 

Short-term training institutes... $ 2,300,000 

Number of pat ticipants , 3,833 

Number of programs , 12 

SEA training projects t , $ 300,000 

Number of projects.... 5 

II U R ESPONSE TO GEPA 417( b) 

Arawak Consulting Corporation H examining in-service trair.'ng, The 
rojev'tives of the study are to 1<t^ ,tify alternatives for inservice staff 
development and then to imc>1<?nr»'<t the alternatives to determin* their 
relative effectiveness ind management and cost demands. 

Contacts for Fur th er Information 

Program Operation: Edwin J. Neumann, (202) 246-2695 

James F. Rogers, (202) 447-9227 
Program Studies: Robert Stoneni 1 1 , (202) 245-9401 

Notes 



1. The Education Amendments ot 1984, P.U 98-611 (October 1 i, I WW), 
authorize bilimjual education through FY 1988. 

2. Includes >90 mil Hon for bi Ungual vocational training and T>8 million 
for bilingual desegregation programs. 



3. H'is authorization is establ ished by the Omnibus Budget Recor r 1 1 nt .n 
Act of 1981, P.L* 9/-36, fhis author 1 zar i on ,snd ap^ropr 1 
.hareo with programs in Chapters <!0l , 204, and 206. 



BILINGUAL EDUCATION SUPPORT SERVICES— LOCAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 
STATE EDUCATION AGENCIES, INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION 

(CFDA No. 84.003) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Leyislatlon: P.L. 89-10, as amended by P.L. 95-561, Title VII of ESEA of 
1965, (20 U.S.C. 3221-3261). (P.L. 97-38, Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
Act of 1981, explrea September 30, » 984 . ) 1/ 

Funding Since 1980 ; 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 299,000,000 $ 171,763,000 

1981 .- 446,000,000 2/ 161,427,000 

1982 139,970,000 3/ 138,058,000 

1983 139,970,000 %' 138,057,000 

1984..., 139,970,000 3/ 135,679,000 

Purpose; The Support Services Projects Program provides financial assis- 
tance to strengthen programs of bilingual education and bilingual educa- 
tion training programs. 

Program Components; Support services activities Include: State Education 
Agency Projects for Coordinating Technical Assistance; Evaluation, Dissem- 
ination, and Assessment Centers, Materials Development Projects Program; 
Multifunctional Resource Centers; and the Research and Development Program. 

1 . state Education Agency Projects for Coordinating Technical Assistance 
provide Federal financial assistance to S*!ate education agencies for pro- 
jects coordinate technical assistance provided by other agencies 1n support 
of bilingual education programs furled in tr.elr State. 

2. Muli 1 functional Service Centers provide technical support services to 
schools with federally- and non-federally-funded programs designed for 
children with limited English proficiency. 

3. f valuation, Dissemination, and Assessment Centers (EDACs) assist programs 
of bilingual education and bilingual education training programs within 
regional service areas 1n assessing, evaluating, and disseminating 
bilingual education materials. 

* . Mate rials Development Projects Program awards grants and contracts to 
lot rfT~edHcation agencies or Institutions of higher education that apply 
jointly with one or more local education agency to develop Instructional 
and te ting materials for use 1n programs of u1 lingua* education and bilin- 
gual education training programs. No applications were solicited for this 
program in FY 1984. 
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Proyram Components (Continued) 



5. Kesearcn and Development program authorizes: (a) research, development, 
and evaluation activities to enhance the effectiveness of bilingual 
education and other programs for persons who have language proficiencies 
other than English; and (0) dissemination of information regarding teaching 
and learning, Di linguali$m, and limited-English-prof icient (LEP) student 
achievement, which is useful for programs of Di lingual education. 

a- jfesearcru Development and Evaluation is supported under Part C of 

Title VII. Since 1979, research and evaluation activities f iave focused 
on three areas— assessment of national needs for D1 Ungual education, 
improvement of tM effectiveness of services to students, and Improve- 
ment in Title VI y management and operation. 

b. Dissemination #f Information related to bilingual education and ser- 
vices to children with limitec 1 English proficiency is the responsibil- 
ity of the National Clearinghouse for Bilingual Education. Newsletters 
and publications are widely disseminated to existing projects, State 
education agencies, and government decision -makers. 

Eligibility; 

1 • State^ Education Agency Projects for Coordinating Tecn n i cal Assis- 
tance . Wly State education auencies are ellulble for assistance. 

2. Multifunctional Service Cente rs. Those eligible include: (1) 1n- 
stitutlons of higher education [Including junior colleges and community 
colleges and private nonprofit organizations) wnich apply, after con- 
sultation with, or jointly with, one or more local education agencies 
or a State education agency; (2) local education agencies; and (3) State 
education agencies. 

3. Evaluation, Dissemination, and Assessment Centers . Those eligible for 
assistance are a local educational agency or an institution of higher edu- 
cation that applies jointly with one or more local education agency. 

4. Materials Development Projects Program * A local education agency or 
institution of Myher education that implies jointly with one or more 
local education agency is eligible for assistance under the Materials 
Development Projects Program. 

5- Research and Development Progra m. Awards under this program are made 
ty grant and contract on a competitive basis. Eligible applicants 
include institutions of higher education, private and non-profit organ- 
zations, State education agencies, and individuals. 



93 



205-3 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a] 
A. Goals and Objectives 

tu,H F? d 1983 eCt V V ^ tm V Serv1ces P ro » r4nB ha » e censed 

Report for FY *1 983 ? 1n ">rmat1on. refer to the Annual Evaluation 

B - Progress and Accomplishments 



° ^!°/'ir?J 1 ? n of serv1ces provided by Bilingual Education Service Ken 
ters (BESCS) and EOACs Into 16 Multifunctional Support Service tente": 




Program Scope: The legislation limits state education auen<H« t„ 
^rapSount-of 5 percent or less of the total of Title m Pa ?t 1 
grants received by their districts the preceding fiscal year. 

Forty-nine projects with a total expenditure of $3,930,631 were smM 
by this program In FY 1984. *»t»«,o.ji were served 

|£!!gf 1 ^ Provided. Examples of SEA coordination activities 1nclude-(l> 
cooroination of assistance provided by other auenclU V n „iJ^T-V, U) 

?nnru« r fo„ C a h n ° rt 0lS WUh,n ™ ' St4te " ^ T andTde^cy^o 
under ?n?e,n."f„'!f 9 m nt pro ? raaB <* """glial education ass ?«ed 
of woarimf n J iAV (2) , coor<l1nat1on of the evaluation by other agencies 

tnerr 0 e??e 8 ctltn«s. n9Ua ' e< " ,Cat, ° n ^ T,t,e »' t0 

gyS'la '.'U 'orsEATracifces^^ ^ 
the study were to: (a) describe and analyze SEA policies and activ1H.f 

or fn,t r n or'tecn^a? SEA - ,eVe ' "» struct' J^Si 

r a S „ e Jrt u 0r<le T r K t0 he,p SEA 9Pantees 4 s1st schools In buTdlTg the?r 

aasrs x r £ en a t sik ;:s: f i j jsr^sS 

Education Multifunctional Service Centers (BEMSCS). funoeo "by contracK 

fact «« «eV^s ,e Sn' * ,nt ^ ,ewees "P^sed concern'^ "t e 
Tact that the BEMSCS can only provide services explicitly defined in 

their contracts. This lac* of flexibility has reduced the usefulness 
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r L ? A ™v u -ffivS? ■ * - "Sara's 

HtSl. money ^ * rants rece, * e «° 

2. Multifunctional Service Centers 

to provide services 'to ^Uc £ot^? iTTinTT,*'* tW ° 
expected to serve Asian and Arabic Sn^Je popula^ons. 8 ^ aPe 

™H&"™mtf!TJic Projec? r oranter a t n ; Pr ° V,de techn,Ml 

ment. documentation and eval, ?^ ntees J? 1l "' ,rove P ro J e « manage- 

Clearlnghouse for Bilingual lU^Z'tHrL^V^ w1th tne Nat1o " a > 

technical assistance to ensure that the r.n,I2f ? 305 for P rov1cl1n 9 
SEAS' plans for asslstln i with SJit.^L c w S , planS con V le n»nt the 
projects operatlng^n^e^aus. ^ ° P Fed6ral fUndS ' the Title VII 



Program Effe ctiveness : No information. 
3. 




Program Scope : There were three EDACs in FY 1984. funded at $1.7 million. 
.Benefits Provided: These centers evaluate the effectiveness * n <i ,„ , < 

in needs assessment su'rveys- and tn?y t£t "SIS JE, p /; oceaures «• 
nel and others working i with IrrZil . S ! a ^? eauc "<on agency person- 

selection of appelate evaluatl™ »d ^« " Uin ^ eduwtlon in the 
oMpropnate evaluation and assessment methods and materials. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Program Effectiveness : The findings of a recent Department of Education 
study indicate that the EDACs , as presently constituted, have not achieved 
their major objectives. They currently carry out few activities 1n the 
area of needs assessment and, except for the Lesley College EDAC, little 
1n the area of evaluation. Further, their publication and dissemination 
activities, while extensive, have failed to reach their Intended clientele 
or to receive wide use 1n bilingual education programs (£2). 

4. Materials Development Projects Program 

Program Scope : The Deaprtment allocated $2.5 million for continuation 
grants ror materials development 1n FY 1984. 

Benefits Provided : Three major activities are authorized for materials 
development projects: (a) developing, testing, and disseminating 
Instructional and testing materials for use 1n programs of bilingual 
education; (b) developing instructional materials for use by Institutions 
of higher education 1n training persons who are participating , jn, or 
preparing to participate In, programs of bilingual education; and (c) 
conducting needs assessments to determine specific needs for materials 
development. No new projects were funded 1n FY 1984. 

Program Effectivenes s: No current Information. 

5. Research and Development Program 

Program Scope : The Department awarded $5.1 million for research and 
evaluation studies and evaluations. Another $1.7 million was budgeted 
to the National Clearinghouse on Bilingual Education. 

Benefits Provided: Part C research results are beginning to provide In- 
formation for policy and management. Since 1979, 60 studies have been 
supported, Including basic research, applied research, development, and 
evaluation. A major focus of these documents 1s on research findings 
of studies funded by the Part C research funds. The Clearinghouse also 
provides specific information on request. A toll-free number expedites 
these requests. 

Program Effectiveness : Results of one major Part C study, the Significant 
Bilingual Instructional Features Study (SBIF), were reported 1n FY 1984. 
The SBIF found that teachers 1n bilingual programs that nad been judged 
by others to be outstanding programs exhibited the same kinds of classroom 
teaching behavior that characterize good teachers 1n regular classrooms. 
These teachers used English about 6U percent of the time. The teachers 
emphasized development of English language skills whenever Instruction 
was in English, not just during "English class" (E3, E4). This is essen- 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

tlally the "Immersion method" of teaching English. The Department has 
underway a study to examine the effects of all -day Immersion programs of 
Instruction. 

Studies Indicated that average Instructional time devoted to basic skills 
each day was 128 minutes. Students, on the average, paid close attention 
to this Instruction 80 percent of the time, which 1s a higher rate of 
attention than 1s found 1n the typical American school (E3, E4). 

The extent to which Epglish was used by teachers was followed over two 
school years. There was a marked Increase 1n the use of English 1n the 
second year. One possible explanation for this change 1s that 1t reflects 
the public discussion of the function of bilingual education that resulted 
from the Department's efforts to provide the schools with more flexibility 
and choice of Instructional method for LEP students (E3, E4). 

The National Clearinghouse for Bilingual Education was evaluated and found 
to be well -managed 1n carrying out the tasks assigned to It by the Govern- 
ment. However, questions were raised about the scope of activities 
assigned to the Clearinghouse. There was a cdmplete duplication of the 
ERIC data base on bilingual education. Annual expenditures on the Biling- 
ual Clearinghouse are very high 1n relation to otfier clearinghouses because 
of: (1) the duplication of ERIC services, (2) the use of Clearinghouse 
funds to prepare and publish special reports and (3) the Implementation 
of program activities that are generally not assigned to clearinghouses. 

On five measures of standard clearlngnouse activities, NCBE's operations 
are those of a medium-sized clearinghouse whose budget would fall 1n the 
range of $2b0,000-$b70,000 annually. NCBE's $1,864,932 budget 1s largely 
spent on activities above and beyond those, usually associated with a 
clearinghouse. 

D- Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
No new Information. 

£• Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above ; 

1. Nava, Hector. Study of Title VII Funded State Education Agency Activ- 
ities and Service Delivery Systems. Mountain View, CA.: SRA Techno- 
logy, 1984. 

2. Rodlguez, Blanca Rosa et al. An Evaluation of the Bilingual Education 
Evaluation, Dissemination and Assessment Centers. Washington, D.C.: 
Pelavin Associates, 1984. 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above; (Continued) 



3. Fisher, Charles W. and Guthrie, Larry F. "Executive Summary: The 
Significant Bilingual Instructional Features Study." San Francisco: 
FarWest Laboratories, 1983. 

4. Tikunoff, M1 111am. The Significant B1 Ungual Instructional Features 
Study, "Utility of the S8IF Features for the Instruction of LEP 
Students." Sari Francisco: FarWest Laboratories, 1983. 

5. Relsner, Elizabeth. Assessment of the Operations and Effectiveness 
of the National Clearinghouse for Bilingual Education. Washington, 
D.C.: Pelavln Associates, 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Oata: 

Supplementary Budget Sheet 



1984 
Actual 

Support Services $ 13,480,621 

SEA technical assistance $ 3,930,621 

Number of projects 49 

Studies and evaluations $ 6,093,000 

Clearinghouse $ 1,684,000 

Advisory council $ 82,000. 

Materials development and dissemination $ 2,499,000 ; 

jl Afunctional Resource Centers $ 8,900,000 c 

dumber of projects 16 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 



In FY 1984, the Part C research program began the following activities: 

o A review of the Engl 1sh.-as -a -second language literature by InterAmerica 
Research Associates of Roslyn, Virginia. 

o A Hispanic Supplement to the High School and Beyond Study, (Third 
Followup), by the National Opinion Research Corporation (NORC) of 
Chicago, Illinois. 
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III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) (Continued) 

o A National Longitudinal Study, (Hispanic Supplement) by NORC. 

o Special Tasks for the National Clearinghouse for Bi lingual Education by 
InterAmeMca Research Associates. 

o Examining the Bilingual Education Management Information System— ADP, 
in -house. 

o A study of Services to Recent Immigrants by Hope Associates, Incorpor- 
ated of Washington, O.C. 

o A Language Minority Student Supplement to the National Assessment of 
Educational Progress (NAEP) conducted by the Education Testing Service 
(ETS) 1n Princeton, New Jersey. 

o A field Grant Study. of LEP Students Transitioning Into All-English Ser- 
vices by Network, Incorporated of Boston, Massachusetts. 

o A Synthesis of Part C and Other EO Research on Language Minority 
Populations Since FY 1979 by Pelavln Associates of Washington, U.C. 

o Teacher Language Skills Survey by InterAmerlca Research Associates 
of Roslyn, Virginia 

o Language Assessment Instruments Used by Local Schools by East/West 
J Associates of San Francisco, California 

! 

o Significant Bilingual Instructional Features Study by the Center 
for InterActlve Research and Development of San Francisco, California 

o Student Data Bases Compiled by School Districts by the New York 
City Board of Education in Brooklyn, New York 

o Survey of School of Education Grants by Ebd Associates of Washington, 
U.C. 

o An Evaluation of the Service Structures of the Evaluation, Dissemina- 
tion, and Assessment Centers (EDAC) and the National Clearinghouse for 
Bilingual Education by Pelavln Associates of Washington, D.C. 

o A Longitudinal Intact Study— Outlying Territories Option— by Develop- 
ment Associates of Arlington, Virginia 

o An Assessment Phase (Phase II) to the Longitudinal Impact Study by 
Development Associates of Arlington, Virginia 

o An Assessment Phase to the Immersion Projects Study by SRA Techno- 
logies in Mountain View, California 
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HI. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) (Continued) 



o Analyzing 'OISTAK' Project Study Achievement Data funded throuyh an 
unsolicited proposal to ED by the Uvalde, Texas, Independent School 
District 

o An LEA Selection Procedures Study by Pelavln Associates of Washington, 
D.C., that will examine entry /exit criteria for bilingual education 
programs 

o A Special Analysis of Data from the "English Language Proficiency Study" 
(ELPS) on National LEP Persons Estimates by Decision Resources of 
Washington, D.C. 

Contacts for Further Information: 

Program Operations: Rudy Munis, (202) 245-2696 

Gilbert N. Garcia, (202 ) 246-2600 
Program Studies: Robert Stonehill, (202) 245-9401 

Notes 

1. The Education Amendments of 1984, P.L. 98-bll (October 19, 1984), 
authorized bilingual education through FY 1988. 

2. Includes $9 million for bilingual vocational training and $81 million 
for bilingual desegregation programs. 

3. This authorization was established by the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
Act of 1981, P.L. 97-35. The authorization and appropriation are 
shared with programs in Chapters 201, 204, and 205. 
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EMERGENCY IMMIGRANT EDUCATION PROGRAM 
(CFUA 84.162) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : P.L. 98-151, further continuing appropriation for FY 1984 
(Expired September 30, 1984.) 

Funding Since 1984: 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1984 $ 0 1/ $ 30,000,000 

Purpose: This program provides financial assistance to State and local 
educational agencies for supplementary educational services and costs for 
Immigrant children enrolled 1n elementary and secondary public and non- 
public schools. 

Eligible Recipients : States are eligible for grants under the Emergency 
Immigrant Education program. Assistance will j)e distributed among LEAs 
within the State on the basis of the number of Immigrant children. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A., B., and 0., E., F. 
No Information 
C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Costs : In FY 1984, $3 million was awarded through grants to 
28 State Education Agencies. The distribution of grant awards fell Into 
the following categories: five grants under $100,000; lb grants between 
$100,000 to$500,00Q; four awards between $600,000 and $1 million; and four 
awards of $1 million and more. For the 1984-86 school year, the Emergency 
Immigrant Education program will spend approximately $86 per Immigrant 
child. This amount 1s based on the total funds awarded to local districts 
divided by the number of Immigrant children served. 

Students Served: The Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance appropri- 
ation serves 242,212 Immigrant students in 28 States during the school 
year 1984-85. 

Program Effectiveness : No Information 1s available. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 
Not applicable 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Jonathan Chang, (202) 245-2822 
Program Studies: Robert Stonehlll, (202) 245-9401 
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Note 

1. The U.S. House of Representatives passed H.R. 3520 In FY lgb4 
authorizing this legislation. The Senate never passed a comparaole 
bill. As a result, although an appropriation was made in FY 1984, 
the program was never authorized. 
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AID TO STATES FOR EDUCATION OF HANDICAPPED IN STATE 
OPERATED AND STATE SUPPORTED SCHOOLS (CFDA No. 84.009) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: p.l. 89-313, ESEA Title I, Sections 146-147 as amended by 
P.L. 93-380, P.L. 95-561 and P.L. 96-46, (20 USC 2771-2772) and as consoll- 

225/ fLW? 9 ?" 35 ' ECIA Cha P te f l > Sect1on 554(a)(2)(B) (20 U.S.C. 
3803(a)(2)(B)). (Expires September 30, 1987) 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 150,000,000 $ 145,000,000 

1981 165,000,000 156,625,000 

1982 171,092,000 146,520,000 

1983 146,520,000 146,520,000 

1984 146,520,000 146,520,000 

♦ 

Purpose : To provide Federal assistance to State agencies which are directly 
responsible for providing free public education to handicapped children. 

Restrictions on use of funds : State agencies are authorized to use these 
funds only for programs and projects that are designed to meet the special 
education and related service needs of handicapped children. Handicap 
categories Include mental retardation, hard of hearing, deaf, speech Impaired, 
visually handicapped, emotionally disturbed, orthopedlcally Impaired, deaf- 
blind, specific learning disabilities, multl handicapped, and other health 
Impairments requiring special education. 

Formula : Each State's share 1s determined by a statutory formula. This 
formula 1s based upon the number of eligible handicapped children counted 1n 
average dally attendance (ADA), multiplied by 40 percent of the average 
State per-pup1l expenditure (but no less than 80 percent or more than 120 
percent of the national per-pup1l expenditure). The amount for the State 1s 
reduced 1n proportion to the appropriation for the program. 

Eligible Children : Children 1n State-operated or State-supported programs, 
and handicapped children 1n local education agencies (LEAs) are eligible 
1f the following conditions are met: 

o The child must have been reported previously 1n the ADA of a State agency. 

o The child must be currently enrolled 1n an appropriately designed special 
educational program 1n the LEA. 

o The LEA must receive from the State agency an amount equal to what the 
State agency receives from the Federal Government for the children. 
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Administration ; This 1s a State-adm1n1stered program. Applications for 
project funds are submitted by participating Institutions and schools to their 
supervising State agency. Those applications approved by a State agency are 
forwarded to the State educational agency (SEA) for final approval and release 
of funds. All participating Institutions and schools must submit end-of-year 
reports to their State agencies accounting for the expenditure of funds and 
providing an evaluation of-project activities. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (a) 

A. Goals and Objectives : 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal objective for this program was to 
continue financial assistance to States to assist them 1n providing services 
to eligible handicapped children. | 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

The children served through the program tend to be more severely handicapped 
than children supported under Part B of the Education of the Handicapped Act. 
Under this program the State can obtain a higher Federal contribution per 
child than under the Part B program. 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Services : Funding 1n FY 1984 provided services for about 247,000 children 1n 
programs administered by 135 State agencies. 

Expendit ures : The average Federal per-pup1l contribution was $592.50 tn FY 

I xft 1 1 

Children Served : Children benefiting under the program 1n 1983 were dlstrlb- 
uted across the following categories: Mentally Retarded - 97,452; Deaf- 
BUnd - 1,087; Orthopedlcally Impaired - 11,010; Other Health Impaired 5,045; 
Visually Handicapped 10,330; Speech Impaired 15,880; Specific Learning Dis- 
abled 22,585; Hard of Hearing 4,303; Deaf 21,312; Emotionally Disturbed 
41,474; and Multl handicapped 16,808 (E.l). 

State Administration : New procedures 1n SEAs emphasize the total special 
education program, and ensure systematic monitoring of providers for com- 
pliance with State and Federal requirements. This Includes procedures for 
ensuring fulfillment of the P.L. 93-380 local educational agency transfer 
provisions. Fiscal accountability 1s maintained in most States by more than 
one State agency, with at least one being the SEA. (E.2) 

Effectiveness: No Information 1s available. 
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0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation; 



None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above : 

1. Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Services program data. 

2. Assessment of Educational Programs 1n State Supported and State Operated 
Schools, by Rehab Group, Inc., Falls Church, Virginia, September 1979. 

F. Other Supporting Data : None. 
III. Response to GEPA 417 (b) 

An "Assessment of the Chapter 1 Grants Program for the Handicapped" began 
in late FY 1984. This study will provide descriptive Information on the 
operation of the P,L. 89-313 program relative to the P.L. 94-142 program, 
and will examine the feasibility of the Department of Education's conducting 
a large-scale national evaluation of the program. Preliminary results are 
due 1n FY 1985. 

Contacts for further Information / 

Program Operations: Mil Wolf, (202) 7^2-1009 

Program Studies: Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 

/ ' 
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HANDICAPPED SCHOOL PROGRAMS 
(CFDA No. 84.027) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Education of the Handicapped Act, Part B, P.L. 91-230, as 
amended, (20 U.S.C. 1401 and 1411). (Empires September 30, 1986.) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 If $ 874,500,000 

1981 T/ 874,500,000 

1982 $ 969T850.000 2/ 931,008,000 

1983 1,0171900,000 1/ 1,017,900,000 

1984 1,068*875,000 2/ 1,068,900,000 



Purpose : To help States make available a free, appropriate public educa- 
tion for all handicapped children. The program awards grants to States to 
help State and local educational agencies pay for special education and 
related services to handicapped children, aged 3 to 21. These services 
must be provided 1n the least restrictive environment and In accordance 
with an "Individualized Education Program," which defines the child's 
unique educational needs. The law also establishes due process safeguards 
so beneficiaries can challenge the manner 1n which school districts 
provide a free appropriate public education. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

The four continuing goals of the program are designed to enforce compliance 
with the Law: 

o To ensure that all handicapped children have available a free, appro- 
priate public education, which Includes special education and related 
services designed to meet unique needs. 

o To protect the rights of handicapped children and their parents. 

o To provide for the education of all handicapped children by assisting 
States and localities. 

o To assess and ensure the effectiveness of State and local educational 
efforts for handicapped children. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

The program's progress and accomplishments are detailed in its annual 
report to Congress (E.l.) 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments (Continued) 

In summary, there are three Indicators of progress relating to the goal of 
ensuring that the unique needs of handicapped children are met (E.2.): 

o The number of handicapped children receiving special education ser- 
vices rose from 4,052,576 1n school year 1982-83 to 4,094,108 1n 
1983-84. (See Section II. C.) 

o The number of preschool -age handicapped children served Increased 
by less than 1 percent from school year 1982-83 to 1983-84. 

o The number of handicapped children, ages 18 through 21, served 
Increased by 7 percent from school year 1982-83 to 1983-84. 

Progress concerning the program's purposes to protect the rights of handi- 
capped children; to assist States and localities 1n educating handicapped 
children; and to ensure effectiveness of State and local efforts can be seen 
1n the following two Indicators (E.2.): 

o The triennial review of State plans completed this year Identified 
and resolved Issues Involving procedural safeguards, e.g., Incon- 
sistency 1n administrative processes; educational environment; 
right to education; participation of private school children; and 
confidentiality. 

o The Federal assistance provided this year was only 8 percent of 
the excess average per student costs, or about $248 per pupil, 
associated with educating handicapped children. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served : Since the Implementation of the Education For All Handl- 
caped Children Act, the number of children served has continued to grow 
from 3,485,000 1n 1976-77 to an estimated 4,094,108 1n 1983-84. There have 
been some notable changes 1n the number of children with certain handicap- 
ping conditions receiving special education and related services since the 
first child count was taken 1n 1976-77. The most dramatic change occured 
1n the learning disabled category: since 1976-77, a growth of 125 percent. 
In school year 1983-84, the children 1n the following categories were served. 
(E.l and 2.) 



Handicapping 
Condition 



Learning Disabled 
Speech Impaired 
Mentally Retarded 
Emotionally Disturbed 
Other Health Impaired 
Multl -handicapped 
Hard of Hearing and Deaf 
Orthopedlcally Impaired 
Visually Handicapped 
Deaf-8l1nd 
TOTAL 



Percentage of 
Population, Ages 5-17 

3.99 
2.49 
1.45 

.71 

.11 

.11 

.10 

.10 

.04 

.00 



Number of 
Children, Ages 3-21 

1,788,866 
1,114,689 
653,082 
320,599 
49,615 
50,706 
48,659 
45,119 
21,246 
1,447 
4,094,108 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

The Federal funding share per child has also continued to grow from $72 1n 
FY 1977 to $261 1n FY 1984. (E. 1 and 2.) 



The following table summarizes these trends: 



Fiscal Year Child Count Funding Share Per Child 

1977 3,485,000 $ 251,796,927 $ 72 

1978 3,561,000 566,030,074 159 

1979 3,700,000 804,000,000 217 

1980 3,803,000 874,500,000 230 

1981 3,941,000 874,500,000 222 

1982 3,990,000 931,008,000 233 

1983 4,053,000 1,017,900,000 251 

1984 4,094,100 1,068,900,000 261 



There have been no new studies of the program's effectiveness. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legi s lation 

None at this time. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses 

1. U.S. Department of Education, "Sixth Annual Report to Congress on the 
Implementation of P.L. 94-142: The Education of all Handicapped Children 
Act, 1984." (Also, previous annual reports.) 

2. Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Services Program data. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

Not available. Studies mentioned last year still under way. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 
No new Information. 



Further Information Contacts 

Program operations: 3ob Walling, (202) 732-1238 
Program studies: Garrett Coleman (202) 245-8877 



Notes 

1. The authorization level was determined by multiplying the number of 
handicapped children (aged 3-21) by 30 percent of average per person 
expenditures for FY 1980; and by 40 percent for FY 1981. 

2. This authorization was established by the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
Act of 1981. 

I 

i 
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STATE INCENTIVE GRANTS FOR PRESCHOOL 
SERVICES TO HANDICAPPEO CHILDREN (CFOA No. 84.027) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Education of the Handicapped Act, Part B, Section 619, 
P.L. 91-230 as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1419). (permanent authorization.) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 1/ $25,000,000 

1981 T/ 25,000,000 

1982 $25,(500,000 24,000,000 

1983 25,000,000 25,000,000 

1984 1/ 26,330,000 



Purpose : To encourage State and local education agencies to expand educa- 
tional services to handicapped preschool children, from birth through age 
five. 

Eligibility : State education agencies In the 50 states, District of 
Columbia, Puerto Rico, American Samoa, Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, 
Virgin Islands, and Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands must establish 
their eligibility to participate In the program. To establish eligibility, 
States must: 

o Have In effect a policy that assures all handicapped children a free 
appropriate public education. 

o Have on file In the Department of Education an approved State plan to 
provide such services. c 

o Already be providing services to preschool handicapped children. 

Distribution of Funds: Grants to States are determined by an annual count 
of handicapped children ages three through five who are receiving special 
education and related services. State education agencies may use funds 
received under this program to provide direct services or they may contract 
with local education agencies, Intermediate units, or other agencies to 
provide such services. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

For Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objective was to award 
grants to encourage States to expand educational programs to handicapped 
preschool children from birth through age five. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

F1fty-f1ve grants were made under this program with the FY 1984 appropria- 
tion. Grants were made to 50 States, the District of Columbia, Puerto 
Rico, Guam, American Samoa, and the Virgin Islands. 

This 1s the first year of operation under the amended legislation. The 
new legislation changed the age range of students served from three through 
five years of age to birth through five years of age. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served : During the 1984-85 school year, 243,000 children are 
receiving services under the Incentive Grants program at a cost of $108 
per child. 

Program Scope : During the program's first year of operation, fewer than 
half of the State education agencies chose to participate; since then 
participation has grown. Currently 55 of 57 eligible agencies are partic- 
ipating. Also, since the first year of the program, funds available have 
grown from $12,500,000 to $26,330,000. 

Program Services : Preschool Incentive Grant funds are used 1n numerous 
ways, depending on State needs. These funds were used last year for direct 
services to preschool handicapped children, to develop collaborative In- 
teragency agreements, to create statewide networks of technical assistance 
centers, to provide comprehensive diagnostic assessments, for parent train- 
ing and counseling programs, for Inservlce training of administrative and 
ancillary personnel, and to provide partial support for development of 
Instructional television programs for teachers and support staff. 

Program Effectiveness : The number of handicapped children, ages three 
through five, receiving services Increased from approximately 196,000 1n 
1977 to 243,000 as reported 1n the June 25, 1984 child count (E.l). Despite 
this progress, a considerable number of eligible handicapped preschool 
children could not find appropriate services due 1n part to varying State 
mandates. Currently 42 States mandate services to at least some portion 
of handicapped children five years and below. Department staff expect that 
the broadened definition of eligible children (birth through 5 years) 
will Increase the number of children served. 

Effectiveness of Services : No data are available. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. Sixth Annual Report to Congress on the Implementation of P.L. 94-142: 
The Education for All Handicapped Children Act, January 1984. 
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F. Other Supporting Data 

Children Served, Funding, and Average Costs for the Preschool Program: 



Years of Child Share per 

Appropriation Count Funding Child 

1980 232,000 $25,000,000 $108 

1981 234,000 25,000,000 107 

1982 228,000 24,000,000 105 

1983 242,000 25,000,000 103 

1984 243,000 26,330,000 108 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are currently 1n progress. 



Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Sheila Friedman, (202) 732-1055 
Program Studies: Tetsuo Okada, (202) 245-8877 



Note: 



1. Authorization level for the program 1s determined by an entitlement 
formula; each State receives $300 (reduced according to the proportion 
of funds actually appropriated by Congress) for every handicapped 
child, ages 3 through 5, who 1s receiving special education and related 
services. 
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HANDICAPPED REGIONAL RESOURCE CENTERS 
(CFDA 84.028) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation ; Education of the Handicapped Act, Section 621, Part C, 
P.l. 51-230, as amended by P.L. 98-199, (20 U.S.C. 1421). (Expires 
September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 21,000,000 $ 9,750,000 

1981 24,000,000 7,656,000 

1982 9,800,000 2,880,000 

1983 9,800,000 4,130,000 

1984 5,700,000 5,700,000 



Purpose ; To establish regional resource centers whlcn provide advice 
and technical services to educators for Improving education of handicapped 
children* 

Eligibility : Institutions of higher education; private nonprofit organi- 
zations; State education agencies; or combinations of those agencies and 
Institutions. Such a combination may Include one or more local education 
agencies within particular regions of tne United States. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objective s 

Each Regional Resource Center (RRC) must - 

o Assist States, through services such as consultation, technical 
assistance, and training, to provide more effectively special edu- 
cation and related services to handicapped children and youth; 

o Assist In Identifying and solving persistent problems In providing 
quality special education and related services to handicapped children 
and youth; 

o Assist In developing, identifying, and replicating successful pro- 
grams and practices which will Improve special education and re- 
lated services to handicapped children and youth and their families; 

o Gather and disseminate Information to all State educational agencies 
In the region and coordinate activities with other Regional Resource 
Centers and with other relevant projects conducted by the Department 
of Education; and 
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o Assist 1n the Improvement of Information dissemination to, and train- 
ing activities for, professionals and parents of handicapped children. 

A Regional Resource Center may conduct research, Innovation, training, or 
dissemination activities, consistent with the purposes of Section 624 of 
the Art and the requirements 1n 34 CFR Part 315. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

In FY 1984, the program supported six regional centers that help SEAs and 
LEAs develop quality programs and services for handicapped children. The 
Department has identified five principal areas 1n which the States need 
technical assistance as: 

o Secondary education and transition 
o Preschool education 

o Special education/general education coordination 
o Parental Involvement 
o Technology 

During FY 1984, the RRC program continued to provide technical assistance 
to States 1n these areas. One method was the de r*nt and dissemina- 
tion of products that compile information on Issues, practices, and 
materials. Another was the conduct of national and regional con- 
ferences. These were attended by about 3,000 persons. A third program- 
matic activity offered technical assistance to Individual SEAs within 
each region. Examples of this effort, by region, Include: 

o The South Atlantic RRC designed and Implemented a training program for 
assessment personnel 1n the State of Texas. 

o The Northeast RRC assisted the Maine SEA 1n promoting the use of con- 
flict resolution. 

o The Great Lakes Area RRC works with Its SEAs 1n the evaluation of State 
programs. 

o The M1d-South RRC has established an electronic bulletin board to 
rapidly disseminate Information. 

o The Western RRC has helped the Alaska SEA to Improve vocational 
education for the handicapped. 

o The Mountain Plains RRC has assisted the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
to improve instructional quality. 



114 



No new Information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (b ) 

No studies related to this program are In progress. 

i 
t 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Etta Waugh, (202) 732-1052 

Program studies: Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 
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HANDICAPPED INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS — DEAF BLIND CENTERS 

(CFDA No. 84.025) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Education of the Handicapped Act, Part C, Section 622, 
P.L. 91-230, as amended by P.L. 98-199 (20 U.S.C. 1422). (Expires 
September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 26,000,000 $ 16,000,000 

1981 29 ,000 ,000 16 ,000 ,000 

1982 16,000,000 15,360,000 

1983 16,000,000 15,360,000 

1984 1 5 ,000 ,000 1 5 ,000 ,000 



Purpose : To support projects that enhance service to deaf-blind children 
a nfl youthT pa ft iCu 1 a r 1 y fcy providing technical assistance to State 
educational agencies and others who are Involved 1n the education of deaf- 
blind children and youth. 

Eligibility : Public or nonprofit private agencies, Institutions, or 
organizations. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a ) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the program went through a major change of focus as a re- 
sult of revised legislation. Effects of this change are reflected 1n 
grants made 1n FY 1984. N 

The Department's first priority 1s to provide funds to ensure that States 
will have the necessary capability to provide appropriate services to 
those deaf-blind children for whom they are not required to make available 
a free appropriate public education under Part B of the Education of the 
Handicapped Act, or some other authority. 

The Department's second priority for the use of funds 1s the provision of 
technical assistance to State educational agencies. 

Any remaining project funds may be used by grantees to provide supplemen- 
tary services to deaf-blind children and youth not covered by the first 
priori ty. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

In FY 1984 approximately $14,939,000 was awarded for the FY 1984 coopera- 
tive agreements, contracts, and grants. Awards were made for a period 
of up to three years, as follows: 

Approximate No. of 

Funding Level Awards 

Priority Area 

Services for 0eaf-B11nd Children $8,281,000 23 

and Youth (34 CFR 307.11) 

Technical Assistance to Entitles 
Providing Services to Deaf -Blind 

Children and Youth (34 CFR 307.12) 2,967,000 1 

Services to Deaf-B11nd Youth Upon 

Attaining the Age of 22 (34 CFR 307.13) 715,000 1 
Continuation of Demonstration and 

Other Projects 3,037,000 22 

No new Information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Information : 

Program operations: Charles Freeman, (202) 732-1165 



Program Studies: Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 



117 



306-1 



EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION PROGRAM FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

(CFDA No. 84.204) 



1. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation ; Education of the Handicapped Act, Part C, Section 623, P.L. 
91-230 as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1423). (Expires September 30, 1986.) 

Funding Since 1Q8Q : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $25,000,000 $20,000,000 

1981 20,000,000 17,500,000 

1982 20,000,000 16,800,000 

1983 20,000,000 16,800,000 

1984 26,000,000 21,100,000 

Purpose : To support the development, demonstration, dissemination, and 
resea rch o n experimental educational practices that m eet t he ne eds of pre- 
sclroonrandtcipped children. 

El 1g1b1l1ty : Public agencies and private non-profit organizations are 
eligible for contracts and grants. Only State education agencies or other 
State agencies may receive State planning grants. 

Program Components : The program supports five types of contracts and 
grants: 

o Demonstration grants to develop service-delivery models based on out- 
standing practices. 

o Outreach grants to disseminate model programs and help new sites adopt 
and implement them. 

o State planning grants to assist State agencies 1n planning, developing, 
and providing services to preschool handicapped children from birth 
through age five. 

o Special project contracts to provide support services to other program 
components. 

o Research Institute contracts to conduct long-term research Into the 
problems of young children. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

The major change 1n the Early Childhood Education program resulting from 
the Education or the Handicapped Amendments of 1983 was the Increased 
emphasis on support for State educational agencies under the State planning 
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A. , Goals and Accomplishments (Continued) 

grants component (formerly State Implementation Grants). For FY 1984, 
specific objectives for program components were: 

o To fund new projects that demonstrate local /State/ regional coordination 
among agencies, and serve children from birth to 3 years of age; 

o To fund new outreach projects and encourage grantees to obtain approval, 
from the Joint Dissemination Review Panel (JDRP); and 

o To fund State planning projects that are comprehensive and Include 
Interagency coordination. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

In FY 1984 this program supported the following projects: 



Type of Project 


New 


Continuing 


TOTAL 


Demonstration 


30 


53 


83 - 


Outreach 


34 


0 


34 


State Planning 


27 


27 


54 


Special Projects 


1 


1 


2 


Research Institutes 


0 


3 


3 


TOTAL 


92 


84 


176 



According to program staff, demonstration projects serve children from 
birth to 6 years of age and 41 percent of the projects represent joint 
efforts by universities, LEAs, SEAs, State agencies, and hospitals. Program 
staff also report that 11 percent of the outreach projects have received 
JDRP approval. Finally, State planning projects awarded 1n FY 1984 included 
joint working relationships among State agencies and better use of existing 
resources. 

C, 0., E. t F. 

No new Information. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

Research Institutes will continue to measure effects of early Interventions. 



Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Paul Ackerman, (202) 732-1155 
Program Studies: Tetsuo Okada, (202) 245-8877 
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INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS FOR SEVERELY HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

(CFDA No. 84.086) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Education of the Handicapped Act, Part C, Section 624, Public 
Law 91-230, as amended (20 USC 1424). (Expires September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 1/ $5,000,000 

1981 T/ 4,375,000 

1982 $5, Off) ,000 2,880,000 

1983 5,000,000 2,880,000 

1984 5,000,000 4,300,000 

Purpose : To Improve and expand Innovative educational and training services 
for severely handicapped children and youth and to Improve the acceptance of 
suc h p e o p l e by the ge n e rat ^pofrHt, -professtpnatr, star poTefftl aT ~empl dyers . 

Eligibility and Awards : Public and private agencies, organizations, or In- 
stitutions, Including State departments of special education, Intermediate 
or local education agencies, Institutions of higher education, professional 
organizations, and volunteer associations. Competitions are held annually 
for new awards and for continuations for up to three years. 

Contractor and Grantee Activities : Contractors and grantees develop or re- 
flne instrumentation for the identification and diagnosis of severely handi- 
capped children and youth; develop or refine curriculum or techniques for 
serving those children; and package and disseminate products of model pro- 
jects. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department continued the same priorities established for 
FY 1983: 



o To Implement the Secretary's Initiative emphasizing the placing of handi- 
capped youngsters In the least restrictive environments for services, 
with special attention on the severely handicapped. 

o To support programs emphasizing parent involvement. 

o To solicit non-directed demonstration projects of Innovative services 
for the severely handicapped. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 
During FY 1984, the Department: 

o funded model demonstration projects for the Integration of severely 
handicapped children Into settings with less- and non-handicapped 
persons; for deinstitutionalization; for improvement of dally living 
skills; and for development of vocational training In technological 
skill areas. 

o provided guidance and other services to parents of severely handi- 
capped children. 

o made awards to develop Innovative techniques for early Identification 
of children who may need special education services due to the 
severity of their handicapping condition. 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served : Approximately 4,700 youngsters are served In demonstra- 
tlon projects. 

Effectiv eness : There are no current, effectiveness data about these pro- 
jects. The Department will summarize, In FY 1986, Information currently 
being collected on the program. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
No recommendation* for legislative change. 

E. Supporting Study and Analyses Cited In Section C Above : 

None. \ 

F. Other Supporting Data : 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are currently In progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Charles Freeman, (202) 732-1165 

Program Studies: Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 

Note 

1. No funds were authorized separately for this program. Funding was 
provided based on the amounts authorized for other Part C activities 
related to Section 624 activities. 
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P0STSEC0NDARY EDUCATION PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED PERSONS 

(CFDA No. 84.078) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Education of the Handicapped Act, Part C, Section 625, 
Public Law 91-230, as amended (20 USC 1424a). (Expires September 30, 1986) 



Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $14,000,000 $2,400,000 

1981 16,000,000 2,950,000 

1982 4,000,000 2,832,000 

1983 4,000,000 . 2,832,000 

1984 5,000,000 5,000,000 



Purpose : To develop and operate specially designed or modified programs 
^>f vo cational , "technical , post secondary, or adult education for deaf 
or other handicapped persons. 

El 1g1b11 ity and Awards : State educational agencies, Institutions of hlgh- 
er education, Including junior and community colleges, vocational and 
technical Institutions, and other appropriate nonprofit educational agen- 
cies. Grants and contracts are typically awarded for up to three years. 
Priority 1s given to programs serving multlstate or Interstate regions 
or large population centers; programs adapting existing programs of 
vocational-technical, postsecondary, or adult education to the special 
needs of handicapped persons; and programs designed to serve areas where 
a need for such services 1s clearly demonstrated. 

Grantee or Contractor Activities : Funds support two types of activities: 
direct services (supported by grants to postsecondary or vocational 
Institutions) to deaf students, and demonstration projects (under grants 
and contract) to develop Innovative models for services to postsecondary 
and adult handicapped students. 

II. RESPONSE TO QEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objective for this program 
was to solicit grant applications from a large range of Institutions, 
Including some new applicants. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

° In FY 1984, the Department received 112 applications for new projects, 
many from organizations that had not previously participated 1n this 
program. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Scope: In 1984, four continuation grants were awarded to centers serving 
deaf students. Program staff estimate that approximately 600 students 
were served by interpreters, note-takers, or ,l>.ar assistants. These 
annual grants ranged from $400,000 to $600,000. Seventeen new demonstra- 
tion grants benefiting learning disabled and mildly mentally retarded 
Individuals were awarded, with an average award of $132,500. 

In 1984, no contracts were awarded. 

Effectiveness : No data on effectiveness are available. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendation for Legislation 

None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Section C Above: 
None. 

F* Other Support 1 ng Data : 
None. 

III. RE SPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Inf or mation 

Program operations: Joe Roscnstein, (202) 732-1176 

Program studies: Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 
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TRAINING PERSONNEL FOR THE EDUCATION OF THE HANDICAPPED 

(CFDA No. 84.029) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legis lation: Education of the Handicapped Act, Part D, Sections 631, 632, 
ana 634, P.L. 91-230, as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1431, 1432, 1434) (Expires 
September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980: 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $35,000,000 $55,375,000 

1981 90,000,000 43,500,000 

1982 58,000,000 49,300,000 

1983 58,000,000 49,300,000 

1984 58,000,000 55,540,000 

Purpose: To provide fully trained and certified special education 
teachers Including early childhood specialists, administrators and super- 
visors, speech-language pathologists, audlcloglsts, physical educators 
and educational educators; to train doctoral and postdoctoral teacher 
trainers, researchers, and administrators; to train paraprofesslonals, 
career educators, recreation specialists, health services personnel, 
school psychologists, social service providers, physical and occupational 
therapists; to develop Innovative Instructional models for use by providers 
of preservlce and 1nserv1ce training; and to train parents of handlcapoed 
children and youth. 

Uses of Project Funds: Grants may be used for undergraduate and graduate 
students, tralneeships, and special projects. Funds may be obligated 
for student stipends, dependency allowances, or program support. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A . Goals and Object ve; s 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this program were 
as follows: 

° Shift t^e program emphasis to preservlce training and parent training 
more. 

° Modify regulations to emphasize new priorities and areas of personnel 
shortages. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

° Roughly 95% of funded projects support preservlce training. Projects 
on parent training and information increased in number from 19 to 61. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments (Continued) 

0 ED modified the program regulations to give training priority to (1) 
personnel 1n special education, leadership roles, related services, 
transition efforts, handicapped Infant services, rural areas, and 
minority groups; (2) SEA programming, parent training and Information 
services, and special projects, and (3) areas of personnel shortages. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope: The Department supports 862 projects which represent 

training efforts 1n each State and three of the territories. In fiscal 

year 1984, ED funded 307 new projects and 555 continuation projects. 

The following chart Identifies FY 1984 awards by priority area. 

New and Continuation Awards In FY 1984 

Priority Category Number of Projects 

Special Educators 501 
Related Service Personnel 53 
Leadership Personnel 87 
Regular Educators 25 
Volunteers 13 
SEAs 47 
Special Pr jects 66 
Transition Efforts 9 
Parent Projects 61 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above: 

1. Program Files, Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative 
Services. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

No Information is available on the sex or race of trainees 1n this program. 
However, many of the projects targeted traditionally under-represented 
groups. In Fiscal Year 1984 there were— 

o 19 projects at Historically Black Institutions 

o 23 projects training Native Americans 

o 11 projects training b111ngua1/b1cu1tura1 populations. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

Case Study of Selected Sites Training Special Educators of the Handicapped 
being prepared by ED staff. 

Contacts for Further Information 
Program operations: Max Mueller, (202) 245-9886 
ERIC Pr ° 9ram stud1es: Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 j[25 
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HANOI CAPPED TEACHER RECRUITMENT AND INFORMATION (CFDA No. 84.030) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Education of the Handicapped Act, Part D, Section 633, 
P.L. 91-230, as amended (20 U.S.C. 1433). (Expires September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980: 



0 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $2,500,000 $1 ,000,000 

1981 2,500,0Q0 750,000 

1982 1,000,000 720,000 

1983 1,000,000 720,000 

1984 1,000,000 1,000,000 



Purpose: To disseminate Information, to provide referral services 
and resources for the education of handicapped children, and to 
encourage students to work 1n various fields of special education. 

Funding Mechanisms: Competitive contracts, grants, and cooperative 
agreements. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 19C4, the Department's principal objectives for this program 
were as follows: 

° To revise the regulations to Incorporate provisions 1n new legislation 
(Public Law 98-199) regarding eligibility for funding and scope of the 
clearinghouse activities. 

° To provide Information about services and programs 1n post secondary 
education for the handicapped. 



B. Progress and Accomplishments 

9 ED published revised regulations (1) to make only non-profit and 
public organizations eligible for grants and cooperative agreements 
while profit-making organizations are eligible for contracts and 
(2) to clarify the role of a national clearinghouse 1n postsecondary 
education. 

° ED awarded two cooperative agreements, one for a clearinghouse on 
education of the handicapped and one for a clearinghouse on post- 
secondary education for the handicapped. 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

In the second year of Its three-year contract, the National Information 
Center for Handicapped Children and Youth developed and mailed Information 
sheets to more than 180,000 Individuals or organizations, distributed two 
Issues of Its newsletter to 1500 recipients, responded to more than 
10,000 Inquiries, and sponsored three workshops for professionals or 
parents. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above: 

1. Program files, Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Services. 

F. Other Supporting Data: 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Informat ion 

Program operations: Helene Corradlno, (202) 472-3740. 

Program studies: Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364. 
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DISCRETIONARY GRANTS FOR HANOI CAPPED- -INNOVATION 
AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM (CFDA No. 84.023) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Education of the Handicapped Act, Part E, Sections 641 and 
642, P.L. 91-230 as amended (20 U.S.C. 1441, 1442). (Expires September 30, 
1986) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $24,000,000 $20,000,000 

1981 26,000,000 15,000,000 

1982 20,000,000 10,800,000 

1983 20,000,000 12,000,000 

1984 20,000,000 15,000,000 



Purpose : To Improve the education of handicapped children and youth through 
research and development projects, and model programs (demonstrations). 

Eligibility : State and local educational agencies, Institutions of higher 
education, and other public agencies or non-profit private educational or 
research agencies and organizations are eligible. 

Allowable Activities : Recipients may use funds for research, surveys or 
demonstrations related to education of handicapped children and youth, 
including the development and conduct of model programs designed to meet 
the special education needs of such children. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

FY 84 funds were allocated according to the following funding categories: 

1. Field Initiated Research: To provide grants for non-directed research 
into subjects suggested by applicants which are judged to be responsive 
to the educational needs of handicapped children and youth. 

2. Handicapped Children's Model Program : To provide grants for demonstra- 
tion projects (youth empl oyment proj ects and post secondary projects) 
which develop, demonstrate, evaluate, and disseminate Innovative and 
exemplary services for handicapped children and youth. 

3. Assessment Research : To award cooperative agreements for research to 
determine student outcomes, effectiveness of services, and validity 
of technqlues and Instruments for assessment of handicapped children 
and youth. 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 



4. 



5. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



Technology Research : To award cooperative agreements for research 
on handicapped students' use of technological devices and systems in 
schools. 

Student Research : To award grants that provide research opportunities 
for graduate students to enhance their professional training. 

Minority Research Institutes : To provide contracts for long-term 
research on programs to improve the education of handicapped children 
and youth who are members of minority groups. 

Research Integration: To provide contracts for the analysis and syn- 
thesls of research findings and products which would In turn serve to 
Identify future research and developmert activities. 

Other Research Activities : To provide contracts for special -purpose 
research projects which relate directly to Improving the education of 
handicapped children and youth. 



B. Progress and Accomplishments 

The program awarded grants, contracts, and cooperative agreements as 
follows: 

Priority Area 

1. Field Initiated Research 

2. Handicapped Children's Model Program 

3. Assessment Research 

4. Technology Research 

5. Student Resecrch 

6. Minority Research Institute 

7. Research Integration 

8. Other Research Activities 





Number of 


Amount 


Awards 


$6,860,000 


82 


2,724,000 


27 


835,000 


3 


1,661,000 


7 


214,030 


23 


1,468,000 


1 


456,000 


1 


782,000 


4 



C. Cost. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

The outcomes of this program can be divided Into three categories: (1) new 
or Improved products (assessment Instruments, Instructional materials, 
technological devices/software); (2) research findings and new information; 
and (3) personnel trained In researrh methods. 

1. Examples of new or Improved products Include: 

a. A project at Indiana University has developed a set of validated 
materials that teachers can use to Increase academic learning time 
and academic achievement among mildly handicapped students. These 
materials Include two teachers* manuals: one manual describes easy- 
to-use methods to determine the amount of academic learning time 
each student Is engaged In during the class day; another manual 
provides teachers with different approaches that can be used to 
Increase academic learning time and academic achievement. (E.la) 
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C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness (Continued) 

b. A project at the University of Oregon has developed an Instrument 
to assess various areas of handicapped Infants and preschool 
children's development. The results can then be used to plan 
educational programs for Individual children, to provide Informa- 
tion about the progress of Individual children and to Indicate 
overall program effectiveness. (E.lb) 

2. Examples of research findings include: 

a. Several research projects have provided new Information about 
teaching communication skills to autistic and other non-vocal 
handicapped children. In a study conducted at Purdue University, 
for example, findings were reported on the relative effectiveness 
of three non-speech communication systems 1n teaching non-vocal 
mentally retarded students to communicate. (E.2a) 

b. A major project at the University of Minnesota examined many Issues 
on the delivery of residential living and hab111tat1ve services to 
severely and profoundly handicapped children and youth. Findings 
about alternative, less restrictive arrangments for providing ser- 
vices to severely handicapped students were described 1n a project 
report. (E.2b) 

c. The High/Scope Education Research Foundation has completed a study 
of the effects of preschool education. Following children from their 
preschool years Into their adolescent years, the study found that 
those exposed to a preschool program perform at higher levels than 
those who had no preschool program. Using a variety of measures, 
the study has shown that Intervention during the preschool years 
provides lasting, beneficial outcomes. (E.2c) 

3. Research training: Since 1975 more than 300 graduate students 1n 
colleges and universities have received support through the student 
research program. In addition, at least half of all other supported 
research projects employ graduate students as research assistants, 
thus affording the students an opportunity to gain research experience 
on large scale research projects. Finally, as part of their work, 
the two minority research Institutes are providing graduate students 
with research training as well as opportunities for participation 1n 
programmatic research activities. (E.3) 

Program Effectiveness : No information 1s available. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for legislation 

None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Abov e 

la. Final Report— G008001876 (Indiana University) 
lb. Final Report— 6008300033 (University of Oregon) 
2a. Final Report— G008100027 (Purdue University) 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above (Continued) 

2b. Final Report— 6008100277 (University of Minnesota) 

2c. Final Report— G008001873 (High/Scope Education Research Foundation) 

3. Field Initiated Research Program, Quarterly Reports, March 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Oata 
None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No further studies related to this program are currently 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Nancy Safer, (202) 732-1109 
Program Studies: Elaine Green, (202) 245-8877 
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DISCRETIONARY GRANTS FOR HAND I CAPPED- -MED I A 
SERVICES AND CAPTIONED FILMS (CFDA No. 84.026) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Education of the Handicapped Act, Part F, Sections 651-654, 

P.[. 91-230, as amended (20 U.S.C. 1451-1454). (Expires September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $27,000,000 $19,000,000 

1981 29,000,000 17,000,000 

1982 19,000,000 11,520,000 

1983 19,000,000 12,000,000 

1984 19,000,000 14,000,000 



Purpose : ' 

o To contribute to the general welfare of deaf persons by (1) bringing to 
such persons understanding and appreciation of those films which play 
such an Important part 1n the general and cultural advancement of 
hearing persons, 12) providing through these films enriched educational 
and cultural experiences, and (3) providing a wholesome and rewarding 
experience which deaf persons may share together. 

o To promote the educational advancement of handicapped persons by (1) 
carrying on research 1n the use of educational media for the handi- 
capped, (2) producing and distributing educational media for the use 
of handicapped persons and others who work with them, and (3) training 
persons 1n the use of educational media for the Instruction of the 
handicapped. 

Eligibility : Public and private agencies, profit and nonprofit organiza- 
tions, or groups may submit proposals and applications for projects. 

Allowable Activities : Contracts and grants may be given to conduct research 
into the use of educational media and technology for the handicapped. Con- 
tracts and grants also provide training 1n the use of educational media 
and technology for teachers, parents, and others who work with the handi- 
capped. Contractors and grantees are further authorized to use funds to 
acquire, produce, and distribute films and other media and media equipment. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objective for this program was 
to fund three major program components: 1) captioning, 2) technology 
demonstration and development, and 3) educational media and materials 
centers as well as the National Theater for the Deaf, and Recordings for 
the Blind, Inc. 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 

I 

The specific objectives for each program component are: 

1. Captioning : Increase accessibility of television and film to approxi- 
mately 14 million deaf and hearing-Impaired persons by developing, 
adapting, producing, and distributing materials that Incorporate the 
most recent technological advancements In film and television. 

2. Technology Development Projects : Improve the education, Independent 
functioning and employment of handicapped Individuals by assuring that 
the advances In educational technology are available, of good quality, 
and used appropriately. Funds support projects to Improve software 
for use In special education programming for mild and moderately handi- 
capped children, and to develop devices to compensate for a particular 
handicapping condition which might Impede the educational achievement. 

3. Educational Media and Materials Centers : Improve the availability of 
quality materials for handicapped children, their parents, and educators 
by designing, developing, adapting, and disseminating appropriate edu- 
cational material and Information. 

4. National Theater of the Deaf : Provide support for the National Theater 
of the Deaf in order to (1) raise awareness about the capabilities and 
creatlveness of handicapped persons and (2) provide for the educational 
and cultural advancement of deaf persons who participate with the 
National Theater. 

5. Recordings for the Blind : Provide tape-recorded textbooks to htlp v1s- 
ually Impaired students of all ages overcome barriers to learning. 

B. Pr ogress and Accomplishments 
Funds for FY 84 were spent as follows: 



1. Captioning 

2. Technology 

3. Media and Materials Centers 

4. National Theater of the Deaf 

5. Recordings for the Blind, Inc. 



C. Cost. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

The primary focus of this program has been on the captioning of films and 
television programs. Program funds have been Instrumental In the develop- 
ment of the closed-captlonlng television system, enabling deaf and hearing- 
Impaired persons to enjoy television on sets equipped with a special decoder 
unit. 



Amount No. of Projects 

$ 9,204,994 62 

2,550,006 22 

1,205,000 3 

500,000 1 

540,000 1 

$14,000 000 "59" 



133 



312-3 



C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Individual areas of accomplishment are summarized below: 

Captioning and Recording: Materials Incorporating the most advanced tech- 
nological achievements In television and recording have been developed, 
adapted, produced, and distributed. For example, captioned general -Interest 
films were shown 68,502 times from October 1983 through March 1984. The 
total audience count was 1,096,032 for the same period. The average cost 
per film was approximately $25,800. Captioned educational films were 
shown 92,790 times between October 1983 and March 1984, to audiences total- 
ling 1,020,025 children. Average cost per film was $6,778, as opposed to 
the previous year's $9,950. (E.l) 

Technology Development Projects : New or Improved existing methods, ap- 
proaches, and techniques In media which contribute to the adjustment and 
education of all handicapped persons have been created. Under the Tech- 
nology component seventeen research projects were funded to: examine and 
demonstrate the use of new advances; disseminate Information about practices 
found effective; and train persons 1n the use of educational media and 
technology. One of these, The National Assistance Project for Special 
Education Technology, developed and field tested a model system of technical 
assistance. (E.2) 

Educational Media and Materials Centers and Services : Specialized educa- 
tional material and information for the handicapped, their parents and 
educators have been designed, developed, adapted, and disseminated. For 
example, the Center to Increase State Capacity Related to Technology Appli- 
cation 1n Special Education conducted a symposium on the application of 
technology 1n special education; provided training for State directors; 
and provided assistance to the staff at the Model Secondary School for the 
Oeaf. (E.3) 

Another project, the Market Linkage Project for Special Education (LINC) 
serves as the major vehicle for marketing materials and products for the 
handicapped. An estimated 250,000 school-age children have benefited 
from the placement of products Into commercial and national distribution 
through this project. LINC also serves as a resource to other projects. 
(E.4) 

National Theater of the Deaf : The self-image and the popular Image of the 
deaf have been enhanced through the presentation of plays by deaf actors 
and actresses. This company presents productions throughout the United 
States and Europe. 

Recordings for the Blind : Recorded textbooks have been provided to visually 
impaired learners. This organization distributes about 90,000 recorded 
books to students, and records 4,000 new texts each year. 

Program Effectiveness : No Information 1s available. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

None. 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. Annual report of the contractor, Modern Talking Picture Service, the 
Distribution Service for Captioned Films, October 1984. 

2. Final Report, Center to Increase State Capacity Related to Technology 
Application In Special Education, National Association of State Direc- 
tors of Special Education 1984. 

3. Annual Report, Council on Exceptional Children, 1984. 

4. Market Reports, Market Linkage Project for Special Education, October 
1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are currently In progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: B111 Wolf, (202) 732-1009 
Program Studies: Elaine Green, (202) 245-8877 
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EDUCATION OF THE HANDICAPPED ACT—SPECIAL STUDIES 

(CFDA 84.159) 



1. PROGRAM PROFILE 

L egislation : Education of the Handicapped Act, Part B, Section 618, P.L. 
31-230, as amended (20 U.S.C. 1418). (Expires September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



9 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 Indefinite $1,000,000 

1981 " 1,000,000 

1982 $2,300,000 480,000 

1983 2,300,000 480,000 

1984 3,100,000 3,070,0001/ 



Purpose : The purpose of the Special Studies activity 1s twofold: 

1. To assess progress 1n the Implementation of the Education of the Handi- 
capped Act (EHA), to assess the Impact of the Act, and to assess the 
effectiveness of State and local efforts to provide free appropriate 
public education to all handicapped children and youth; and. 

2. To provide the Congress with Information for policy making and to pro- 
vide Federal, State, and local educational agencies with Information 
relevant to program management, administration, and effectiveness. 

Method of Operation : The Department awards contracts, grants and coopera- 
tlve agreements late 1n each fiscal year and most supported activities 
occur 1n the subsequent year. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 
Priorities for FY 84 were: 

o To Initiate studies mandated by the Education of the Handicapped Act 
Amendments of 1983, P.L. 98-199. 

o To Initiate cooperative agreements with State education agencies to 
assess the Impact an^l effectiveness of programs assisted under the EHA. 

B. Progress and Accompl 1 shments 

o Three new studies responding to the mandate will examine per pupil 

expenditures for special education and related services; begin a 
longitudinal study of the occupational, educational, and Independent 
living status of a sample of handicapped children and youth; and 
describe State and local expenditures on special education. 
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Prep ress and Accomplishments (Continued) 



o Eleven new cooperative agreements with State Education Agencies will 
esses; the Impact and effectiveness of programs assisted under the 
EHA. 

C , Cost, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Co:t: 



Studies (expenditures) 


Amount 


Number 


A„ Annual Report 






1. Fast response network 
New: ^ 
Continuation: 


$ 186,000 


1 


2. TA 1n data analysis 
New: 

Continuation! 

WWII V 1 MUUW 1 wli 1 


397,000 
32.000 


1 
1 


3. AOP, support (ED) 


30,000 


i 


B. Special Evaluation Studies 






1. Longitudinal /child program* 
New: 


285,000 


1 


2. Special education expenditures* 
New: 


505,000 


1 


3. Financing Free, Appropriate 
Public Education 
New: 


325,000 


1 



4. High School & Beyond (0PBE) 

C. Federal /State Evaluations 

1. Cooperative agreements 
New: 

TOTAL 

♦Mandated 



30,000 



1,262,000 
$3,052,000 



11 



Benefits and Effect iveness: Federal and State staff have used tne results 
of studies funded program for technical assistance, training and 

public Information t« u;ry out the State Grant Program and the Preschool 
Incentive Grants Program. Studies also provide the basis for the Annual 
Report to Coigress (mandated by Section 618 of P.L. 94-142) describing the 
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C. Cost. Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

progress being made toward serving handicapped children. In addition, De- 
partment and Congressional staff have used data from studies conducted 
under this program to redirect program priorities of regional resource cen- 
ters and deaf-blind centers away from the provision of direct services which 
overlap State responsibilities and toward providing technical assistance. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E • Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above : 

1. "Education of the Handicapped Funding Priorities— December 13, 1984." 
The Office of Special Education and Rehabilitation Program files. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

None. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are currently in progress. 



Contact for Further Information 

Program Operations: B111 Wolf, (202) 732-1009 
Program Studies: Elaine Green, (202) 245-8877 



Note: 



1. Adjusted for comparative transfer of $30,000 to Department of Education, 
Departmental management, salaries and expenses. No adjustments are made 
for prior fiscal years. 
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SECONDARY EDUCATION AND TRANSITIONAL SERVICES 
FOR HANDICAPPED YOUTH (CFDA 84.153) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Education of the Handicapped Act, Part C Section 626, Public 
Law 98-199, (20 USC 1425, 1426 and 1427 and 29 USC 1501 and 777(a)) (Ex- 
pires September 30, 1986). 

Funding Since 1984 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1984 . $ 6,000,000 $ 6,000,000 

Purpose : To strengthen and coordinate education, training, and related 
services for handicapped youth. To assist 1n the transitional process to 
post secondary education, vocational training, competitive employment, con- 
tinuing education, or adult services. To stimulate the Improvement ✓nd 
development of programs for special education at the secondary level. 

Application and Award Process : Grants or contracts are made to Institutions 
of higher education, State or local education agencies, or other public 
and private non profit Institutions or agencies (Including the State job 
training coordinating councils and administrative entitles established 
under the Job Training Partnership Act). 

juration and Phasing of Activities : Grants are made for one to three years. 

I 

I 

II. Response to GEPA 417 (a) • 

A. Goals and Objectives : c 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal objectives for this program were: 

o To publish regulations and grant application procedures In the 
Federal Register. 

o To select and award the Initial grants for the program. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

o Grant application procedures were revised and published following 
comments and the release of final regulations. 

o Initial grants were made to 50 successful applicants. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Program Scope and Costs : Fifty grants ranging from $50,000 to $200,000 each 
have been made. 

Program Effectivenes s: The program was Initiated 1n 1984. Therefore no 
program effectiveness data are available. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation : 
None. 

E. Support 1ng„Stud1es and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above : 
None. 

III. Response to GEPA 417 (b) 
None. 

Contracts for further Information : 

Program Operations: Nancy Safer, (202) 472-5040 

Program Studies : Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 




ERIC 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF HANDICAPPED RESEARCH 
(CFDA No. 84.133) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Title II and Section 311(a), 
Public Law 98-221, (29 USC 760-762 and 777a(a)). (Expires September 30, 
1986) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $75,000,000 $31,487,500 

1981 90,000,000 ' 29,750,000 

1982 35,000,000 28,560,000 

1983 35,000,000 31,560,000 1/ 

1984 36,000,000 36,000,000 " 



Purpose: To support research ana* Its utilization to Improve the lives of 
the physically and mentally handicapped, especially those who are severely 
disabled, and to provide for the administration and conduct of rehabilitation 
research and the dissemination of Information to rehabilitation professionals 
and handicapped persons concerning developments 1n rehabilitation procedures, 
methods, and devices. 

Organization : NIHR's research activities are conducted primarily through 
"center" programs, each with a core area of Investigation. These programs 
Include Research and Training Centers and Rehabilitation Engineering Centers. 
Other programs Include national and International research, demonstrations, 
and utilization projects. In FY 1984, NIHR established the F1eld-In1t1ated 
Research Program to fund grants 1n areas not Included 1n regularly announced 
priorities. In 1983 1t began the Mary E. Swltzer Research Fellowship Program 
to provide fellowships for scientific research on solutions to the rahablH- 
tatlon problems of disabled persons. NIHR also has the responsibility for 
promoting coordination and cooperation among Federal agencies conducting 
rehabilitation research through an Interagency Committee on Handicapped 
Research. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal objectives for this program were: 

o To undertake a major revision of NIHR's long range research plan to 
guide Its research activities (E-l). 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 

o To administer Model Spinal Cord Injury Projects, previously 
administered by the Rehabilitation Services Administration. 

o To establish an Interagency rehabilitation research Information 
system, 

o To establish two new Research and Training Centers— one for 
pediatrics and one for disabled Pacific Basin residents. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Progress has been made on the major revision of the long-range plan 
for rehabilitation research, with emphasis on the priority areas of 
mental illness* mental retardation, vocational rehabilitation, inde- 
pendent living, development of technological systems, private sector 
Involvement 1n device development, network development for dissemina- 
tion and utilization of research findings, and continuing research 
and development programs (E.l). 

o NIHR conducted two grant competitions for Model Spinal Cord Injury 
Projects; 17 awards were made. 

o An Interagency Rehabilitation Research Information System was 
established— data are being collected. 

o Two Research and Training Centers were established, one 1n Pediatrics 
(University of Connecticut), and the other for Pacific Basin disabled 
persons (University of Hawaii). 

C. Costs, Bgi eflts, and Effectiveness : 
Program Scope and Costs : 

The numbers of funded projects for NIHR's major programs are shown 1n the table. 



Actual 



Estimate 



1983 



1984 



1985 



Number Funded: 

Research and Training Centers (RTC) 
Rehabilitate Engineering Centers (REC) 
Research and Utilization Projects (RVP) 
Field-Initiated Projects (FIP) 
Fellowships 

Model Spinal Cord Projects 



101 
31 
18 
35 



161 
35 
16 
47 
46 
17 
17 



157 

16 
37 
56 
15 
10 
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C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness : (Continued) 

Some 450 Individual studies are under way at any given time, and 600 training 
programs serving approximately 60,000 participants are conducted annually 
(E-2). 

The NIHR appropriation for FY 1984 was $36 million. Of this, approximately 
$16.4 million was devoted to the RTC program; $7.9 million to the REC program; 
$3.5 million to discrete grants and contracts for research; and $2.8 million 
for research utilization. F1e1d-1n1t1ated research accounted for $4.1 million, 
$500,000 went for fellowships; and $800,000 for related activities. RSA 
supported Model Spinal Cord Injury Projects at $5.0 million (E.2). 

Research and Training Centers Program (RTC) 

Of the 35 RTCs funded 1n FY 1984, 12 are medical RTCs. Their work covers such 
areas as cardiopulmonary disease, spinal cord Injury, health care delivery, 
special problems of the severely Impaired, biofeedback, and neuromuscular dys- 
functions. There are five vocational rehabilitation RTCs, two on deafness, 
one on psychosocial research, two on mental Illness, three on mental retar- 
dation, two on aging, one on Independent living, one on blindness, two on 
Native Americans, three on pediatric rehabilitation, and one on rehabilitation 
of the disabled 1n the Pacific Basin. 

Rehabilitation Engineering Centers (REC) 

Sixteen Rehabilitation Engineering Centers were funded 1n fiscal year 1984 
with the purposes of: (1) developing Innovative methods of applying advanced 
medical technology, scientific achievement, and psychiatric, psychological, 
and social knowledge to solve rehabilitation problems; (2) developing systems 
of technical and engineering Information exchange; and (3) Improving the distri- 
bution of technological devices and equipment to handicapped Individuals. 

The developments of these centers Included: (1) a muU1 -channel electrical 
stimulation system that allows paraplegic patients to stand and walk, (2) eye 
glasses that protect the macula from Irreversible damage from excessive light 
following optical surgery, and (3) utilization of Industrial robots for assist- 
ance to severely disabled persons at the competitive work place (E-4). 

Discrete Grant Awards 

Approximately $3.5 million was obligated through Individual grant awards and 
contracts. Some Individual grant awards were for research 1n the broad areas 
of psychological and medical problems, sensory disabilities, severe burns, and 
other specific problems. In addition, about $2.8 million was devoted to re- 
search utilization projects which mainly offer coordinated dissemination and 
information services, promote Innovations 1n service programs based on R&D 
results, and Instill an awareness of change processes (E-3). 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : (Continued) 

Program Effectiveness : The most recent study of the RTC program was completed 
1n 1980 (E-2). 

The most recent study of the Rehabilitation Engineering Center program was 
completed 1n 1981 (E-3). No current program effectiveness data are available. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited in Section C above 

1. NIHR Long-Range Plan, 1980 

2. "Research and Training Centers - Overview," 1980 in-house document. 

3. "Rehabilitation Engineering Center Program Evaluation: Final Report. 
Berkeley Planning Associates, Berkeley, California, 1981. 

4. "Goals and the Goal-Setting Processes 1n the Research and Training 
Program," Abt Associates, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1982. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

A new study of the RTCs 1s planned for FY 1985. 

Contacts for further information : 

Program Operations: W1 liner S. Hunt, (202) 732-1137 

Betty Jo Berland, (202) 472-6551 

Program Studies : Eugene Tucker, (202 ) 245-8364 

1. Includes a $1.5 million supplemental appropriation for the establishment 
of two Research and Training Centers. The awards for these centers— one for 
pediatrics and one for disabled Pacific Basin residents— we re made 1n 

FY 1984. 
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REHABILITATION SERVICES— BASIC SUPPORT 
(CFOA No. 84.126) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Rehabilitation Act of 1973, P.L. 93-112, as amended, Title I, 
Part A, except Section 112, (29 U.S.C. 720). (Expires September 30, 1987.) 

Funding Since 1980 ; 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation! / 

1980 $ 880,000,000 $ 817,484,000 

1981 945,000,000 854,259,000 

1982 899,000,000 863,040,000 

1983 943,900,000 943,900,000 

1984 1,037,800,000 1,037,800,000 



Purpose : The purpose of this program 1s to provide vocational rehabilita- 
tion services to persons with mental and/or physical handicaps. Person^ 
with the most severe disabilities receive services first. 

Federal and State funds cover the costs of a wide variety of rehabilitation 
services: diagnosis; comprehensive evaluation; counseling; training; reader 
services for the blind; interpreter services for the deaf; medical and 
related services, such as prosthetic and orthopedic devices; transportation 
to secure vocational rehabilitation services; maintenance during rehabili- 
tation; employment placement tools, licenses, equipment, supplies, and 
management services for vending stands or other small businesses for handi- 
capped persons; assistance in the construction and establishment of reha- 
bilitation facilities; and services to families of handicapped Individuals 
when such services will contribute substantially to the rehabilitation of 
handicapped Individuals. 

Eligibility : States designate a sole agency to administer the program. 
Physical and /or mentally disabled Individuals are eligible for services 1f 
their disabilities are a handicap to employment, and 1f rehabilitation 
services may Improve their chances for employment. 

Distribution of Funds : Federal funds are distributed to States based on 
population weighted by per capita Income. The statistical factors for 
fund allocation are: 1) the three-year average of per capita Income by 
state; 2) the total U.S. population; 3) State population; and 4) the 
Consumer Price Index. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals ard Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department had four goals for this program: 

o Employment : To Increase the number of disabled Individuals employed 
by encouraging State agencies to use better placement practices. 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) \^ 

o Management : To Improve the management of the\ service delivery system 
by 1) distributing Information about effective evaluation and other 
management techniques; 2) enforcing Federal program regulations; and 
3) providing technical assistance and management training to the 
personnel of organizations receiving program funds. 

o Special Education— Rehabilitation Coordination : To improve services to 
disabled individuals from chlldnood through adul thoocK by : 1) Identify- 
ing exemplary joint special education and rehabilitation programs; and 
2) accelerating the transition of deaf-blind persons from special 
education to rehabilitation programs. \ 

o Facilities : To Increase rehabilitation facility use by developing and 
reviewing State facility plans and authorities, and by developing regu- 
lations and budget materials to Implement legislation and maintaining 
liaison with various representatives of national organizations con- 
cerned -with issues in use of facilities. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Employment : The Department has assisted State agencies to Increase 
empl oyment opportunities for the disabled 1n the private sector, Includ- 
ing: 1) assisting 1n the development of several home-based employment 
programs; 2) Improving State agency job placement units; and 3) provid- 
ing Information to businesses on the "Targeted Jobs Tax Credit." 

o Management : The Department has completed a nationwide assessment of 
evaluation procedures and review Instruments and will publish the report 
1n January 1985. The Department also completed all scheduled technical 
assistance and training to Individuals 1n grantee organizations. 

o Special Education— Rehabilitation Coordination : The Department finished 
plans for identifying and encouraging replication of exemplary, joint 
special education and rehabilitation programs. Because of Improved 
coordination, deaf-blind persons are moving more rapidly from special 
education to rehabilitation programs, according to a phone survey of 
States made by the Department's regional offices. 

o Facilities : All State agencies have developed and updated State reha- 
bilitation facilities plans. Regional offices have completed reviews 
of all State facility authorities. Various Intergovernmental task 
force meetings have met to discuss facility plans. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

The distribution of the major disabling conditions of persons rehabilitated 
in Fiscal Year 1982, the last year for which these and other client charac- 
teristics data have been tabulated, 1s as follows: 
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C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Characteristics pf Rehabilitated Persons 



Type of Disability Number Percent 

Blindness 8,948 4.2 

Other Visual Impairments 10,113 4.7 

Deafness * 6,423 est. 3.0 

Other Hearing Impairments 9,096 est. 4.2 

Orthopedic Impairments 50,071 23.3 

Absence or Amputation of Extremities 5,364 2.5 

Mental Illness 41,052 19.1 

Alcoholism 11,629 5.4 

Drug Addiction 2,753 1.3 

Mental Retardation 26,623 12.4 

Hay Fever and Asthma 1,366 0.6 

Diabetes * 3,300 1.5 

Epilepsy * 4,434 2.1 

Heart Disease 5,417 2.5 

All Other Circulatory Conditions 2,066 1.0 

Respiratory Systems Conditions 1,405 0.7 

Digestive System Conditions 7,151 3.3 

Genitourinary Conditions 5,121 2.4 

Speech Impairments 1,524 0.7 

All Other Disabling Conditions 11,015 5.1 

Total Reported 2/..... . 214,871 100.0 



Although past benefit/cost analyses have varied In scope and methods, all 
have shown that the rehabilitation program 1s cost-benefldal . However, 
the Department has funded a new study to determine which cost and benefit 
assumptions produce the most accurate benefit/cost ratios (See III. 2.). 

During FY 1984 one evaluation study was completed, entitled "Evaluation of 
the Delivery of Services to Select Disabled People by the Vocational Rehab- 
ilitation Service System." (See E. 3.) The study found that the race/ethni- 
city of clients made no significant \d1fference 1n the services received and 
the outcomes attained. 1 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The program's 1984 goals and objectives will be pursued 1n 1985. Further 
improvement will depend on the outcomes of five planned studies (see III). 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses 

1. U.S. Department of Education, Office of Special Education and Rehabili- 
tative Services, Rehabilitation Services Administration, "Caseload 
Statistics, State Vocational Rehabilitation Agencies, Fiscal Year 1983, 
Information Memorandum, RSA-IM-84-17," March 1, 1984. 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses (Continued) 

2. U.S. Department of Education, Office of Special Education and Rehabili- 
tative Services, Rehabilitation Services Administration, "Characteris- 
tics of Persons Rehabilitated 1n Fiscal Year 1981. Information Memor- 
andum, RSA-IM-84-08," November 9, 1983. 

3. Lawrence Johnson and Associates, Inc. "Evaluation of the Delivery of 
Services to Select Disabled People by the Vocational Rehabilitation 
Service System," Washington, DC 20016. May 21, 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data (See E. 2.) 

Age, Sex, and Race/Ethnicity of Persons Rehabilitated 
by State Vocational Rehabilitation Agencies: FY 1982 



Characteristics 



Number 



Percent 



Age at Referral 

Number Reporting Age 215,020 

Under 18 Years 21.145 

18-19 Years 21,009 

20-24 Years 36,297 

25-34 Years 56,119 

35-44 Years 34,958 

45-54 Years. 25,196 

55-64 Years 14,230 

65 Years and Over 6,066 

Sex 

Number Reporting Sex 211,692 

Male 114,029 

Female 97,663 

Race 

fiumFer Reporting Race 214,869 

White 172,521 

Black 38,423 

American Indian/Alaskan Native 1,178 

Asian and Pacific Islander 2,747 

Hispanic Origin 

Number Reporting Ethnicity 215,164 

Persons of Hispanic Origin 15,644 

Persons Not of Hispanic Origin 199,520 

Total Rehabilitations 2/.... 226,924 



100.0 

" A A 

y.o 
9.8 
16.9 
26.1 
16.3 
11.7 
6.6 
2.8 



100.0 
"5379" 
46.1 



100.0 
80.3 
17.9 
0.5 
1.3 



100.0 
92.7 
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III. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(b) 

The following five studies are currently planned or 1n progress: 

1. The "Evaluation of American Navajo Indian Rehabilitation Program" will 
compare the effectiveness of services for Navajos provided under this 
program with the effectiveness of services for other Indians provided 
by State vocational rehabilitation agencies. This study will start 1n 
FY 1985. 

2. The "Analysis of Benefits and Costs 1n Rehabilitation" 1s a study 
to assess alternative methods of calculating benefit/cost ratios for 
the Rehabilitation Services Program (to be completed by September 30, 
1985). 

3. The "Analysis of State Vocational Rehabilitation Agency Caseload and 
Placement Patterns and Trends" 1s a study to assess trends 1n caseload 
activity and effectiveness of different placement practices (to be 
completed In FY 1987). 

4. The "Analysis of State Funding for Rehabilitation Services" 1s a study 
of the financial performance of States under the Federal matching 
requirement (to be completed 1n FY 1985). 

5. A study to develop, Federal training grant allocation policy, based 
on estimated professional rehabilitation personnel shortages, will be 
completed 1n FY 1985. 



Contacts for Further Information • 

Program Operations: Mark Shoob, (202) 732-1402 i 
Program Studies: Garrett Coleman, (202) 245-8877 t 



Notes : 

1. Although under a separate authorization, amounts for Federal maintenance 
of effort are Included here. 

2. The total reported in the table 1n section II. C. represents the total 
number of rehabilitations where the type of disability was reported. 
The total number of persons rehabilitated was 226,924 as reported in 
the table at section II. F. 
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CLIENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (CAP) 
I (CFDA No. 84.161) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Rehabilitation Act of 1973, P.L. 93-112, as amended, Title 

I, Part A, Section 112, (29 U.S.C. 732) (Expires September 30, 1986). 

Funding Since 1980 : 1/ 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $3,500,000 $3,500,000 

1981 3,500,000 2,800,000 

1982 3,500,000 942,000 

1983 3,500,000 1,734,000 

1984 6,000,000 6,000,000 



Purpose : To Inform and advise clients of all available benefits under 
\the Rehabilitation Act and related Federal and State assistance programs; 
to assist clients 1n their relationships with projects, programs, and 
facilities providing rehabilitation services; to help clients pursue 
legal , administrative, and other available remedies when necessary to 
ensure the protection of their rights; and to advise State and other 
agencies of problem areas 1n the delivery of rehabilitation services and 
suggest methods of Improving agency performance. 

Applicant Eligibility : Grants to States support Client Assistance Pro- 
grams (CAPs) administered by public or private agencies designated by 
Governors. Such agencies must be Independent of any agency which pro- 
vides services to Individuals under the Act unless an agency to be desig- 
nated had, prior to the Rehabilitation Amendments of 1984, served as a 
client assistance agency under Section 112 and received Federal financial 
assistance under the Act. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a ) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives were: 

o To Implement this new mandatory program through the development 
of program regulations and a grant reporting system. 

o To process and award grants so that a Client Assistance Program 
would be 1n effect 1n every State by October 1, 1984. 

o To develop a Request for Proposals and make a contract for an 
evaluation of the program. 



150 



6-2 

B. Progress and Acccwr.pl 1 shment s 

o ED published proposed regulations on May 17, 1984 and sent to 0MB a 
proposed program reporting system. 

o The Department awarded grants totalling $6 million to the 50 States, 
the District of Columbia, and the 6 territories. 

o ED signed a contract for program evaluation 1n September 1984. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

No studies of the programs' s effectiveness have been -Med out. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration has proposed to discontinue Federal funding of this 
program but retain the requirement that CAPs be 1n effect as a condi- 
tion of basic State rehabilitation services grant aiding. 

E. . F . 

No new Information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b ) 

An evaluation study of th1« program, as required by statute, began 1n 
late September, 1984* 

Contacts fo r Further Information 

Program Operations: Frederic'; Sachs, (202) 732-1396 

Program Studies: Barbara Coates, (202) 245-8281 

Note 

1/ The Rehabilitation Amendments of 1984, P.L. 98-221, changed the basis 
~ of the Client Assistance Program from a discretionary project basis 

to a mandatory formula grant. Funding figures prior to FY 1984 

pertain to competitive project grants. 
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DISCRETIONARY PROJECT GRANTS FOR 
TRAINING REHABILITATION PERSONNEL 
(CFDA No. 84.129) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Rehabilitation Act of 1973, P.L. 93-112, as amended, Title 
TTPartCT Section 304(a), (20 U.S.C. 774). (Expires September 30, 



Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $40,000,000 $28,500,000 

1981 45,000,000 21,675,000 

1982 25,500,000 19,200,000 

1983 25,500,000 19,200,000 

1984 22,000,000 22,000,000 



Purpose: To support projects to Increase the numbers and Improve the 
skills of personnel trained 1n providing vocational rehabilitation ser- 
vices to handicapped people. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a ) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

o To Improve the skill level and Increase the numbers of rehabilitation 
personnel trained 1n manpower shortage areas. 

o To support the training of rehabilitation workers 1n job development 
and placement skills. 

o To Improve, through training and communication of standards, the 
management of rehabilitation programs. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Focused State agency efforts on training rehabilitation workers 1n 
areas of manpower shortage. 

o Facilitated the emergence of new rehabilitation professionals who 
trained the handicapped to live Independently, to develop job skills, 
and to seek employment. 
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o Developed program evaluation techniques, a case review system, and a 
clearinghouse for the management of all training projects and 
approaches. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Trainees Served : 13,580 trainees were served under 345 project grants 1n 
FY i§§4. Analysis of costs by type of training (see E. below) 1s shown 
below: 



Average Federal 

Number of Total Grant Cost Per 

Trainees Type of Training Amounts Trainee 

3,175 Long-term $16,380,000 $5,128 

1,925 Continuing 2,240,000 1,106 

8,400 Inservlce 2,800,000 333 

80 Experimental 580,000 7,250 



Program Scope: Program serves all skills and professions relating to 
vocational rehabilitation of the handicapped. 

Tvo es of Benefits Provided : This program 1s used for a wide variety of 
training Including long-term training 1n all professional rehabilitation 
fields; short-term training, such as workshops, seminars, Institutes, 
etc.; In-service training and continuing education; and experimental or 
Innovative training projects. 

Program E ffectiveness : Third-party validation of overall program was not 
completed. A contract 1n 1984 was Initiated to both evaluate the effec- 
tiveness of the training program and to provide manpower needs data 1n 
order to allocate training funds on the basis of objective Information 
on shortages and needs. Each training project has a self -or third-party 
evaluation component. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for legislation 

The Department will continue to allocate funds to manpower shortage 
areas, tn order to meet the legislative mandate to allocate training 
funds on the basis of documented manpower needs, a contract was awarded 
In FY 1984 t»j help provide these data. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

Analysis of Grantee Applications, Rehabilitation Services Administra- 
tion, 1983. 
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F. Other Supporting Data 
None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

As mentioned above, a contract 1s currently 1n progress to study the 
effectiveness of the program and to provide a basis for allocations 
based on documented skills deficiencies and manpower needs. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Martin Splckler, (202) 732-1325 

Program Studies: Barbara Coates, (202) 245-8281 
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GRANTS FOR VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION OF SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED INDIVIDUALS (CFDA No. 84.128) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : The Rehabilitation Act of 1973, P.L. 93-112, as amended, 

Title I, Part C, Section 311(a)(1), (29 U.S.C. 777a). (Expires September 
30, 1986.) 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 



Purpose : To support demonstration projects that develop Innovative methods 
and comprehensive service programs to help severely handicapped persons 
achieve satisfactory vocational adjustments. 

Eligibility : Public or private non-profit agencies and organizations are 
eligible to compete for grant awards. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

For Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objective was to fund new 
demonstration projects to emphasize technology, community-based vocational 
programs that coordinate efforts across various agencies, and effective 
strategies for the transition from school or Institution to work. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Of the 22 new projects funded, six use computers for rehabilitation and 
training; five coordinate community-based vocational programs for 
severely disabled persons; six assist persons 1n the transition from 
school or Institution to work; and five provide prevocational , micro- 
graphics, and life skills training, or pre-, post-, and transitional- 
employment support services. 

C . Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Costs and Individuals Served : The 22 new FY 1984 projects will serve 811 
clients at an average cost of $3,234 per client. 

Program Scope : Forty-eight new and continuing demonstration projects 
address vocational rehabilitation needs of persons with the following 
disabilities: cerebral palsy, mental retardation, mental illness, spinal 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 




Indefinite 
Indefinite 



$9,568,000 1 / 
9,765,000 
8,846,000 
9,259,000 
6, 235,0001/ 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

cord injury, arthrogryposis, muscular dystrophy, blindness and other visual 
impairments, deafness and other hearing Impairments, head trauma, learning 
disabilities, and multiple severe disabilities. Projects also coordinate 
existing services to more effectively reach target groups, and conduct 
outreach and support activities for those who are not yet receiving rehabil- 
itation services. 

Impact on State Practices : According to program office data, successful 
project methods and techniques are frequently Incorporated Into State 
vocational rehabilitation agency programs, sustained with non-Federal 
dollars, and used 1n part or whole throughout a State. For example, one 
State rehabilitation agency improved services for low-functioning, multiply- 
handicapped deaf and severely hearing-Impaired persons. It did this by 
enlisting the help of existing community service agencies that were not 
previously Involved. 

Reported Treatment Gains . According to program data, a substantial number 
of severely disabled persons, 1n all categories, have benefited from 
vocational rehabilitation and placement services demonstrated by funded 
projects. 

Direct Cost Benefits : Program staff report that many grants awarded under 
this program have resulted in cost benefits. One example of a cost benefit 
1s a State rehabilitation agency that uses a mobile evaluation unit to serve 
clients residing 1n remote, rural areas where traditional vocational testing 
services are unavailable. The unit, equipped with a wheelchair 11ft, has 
computerized vocational evaluation and career guidance Information systems. 
Through the use of the mobile unit, services were provided to 60 clients 1n 
the first year. The cost of the services was far less than that required 
to transport clients (sometimes w1tn a personal care attendant) to urban 
areas where such services are available. 

P.. E. t F. 

Mo new Information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are currently n progress. 



Contacts f or Further Information 

Program operations an<' studies: Robert E. Jones, (202) 732-1345 
Program studies: Ann nheimer, (202) 245-8877 
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Notes 

1. $12,500 of this amount was rep rog rammed to the National Council on the 
Handicapped. 

2. Total authorization for Sections 310, 311, 312, 314, and 315 combined. 

3. Does not Include $5 million for the Spinal Cord Injury Program trans- 
ferred to the National Institute of Handicapped Researci. 
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SPECIAL PROJECTS FOR INITIATING RECREATION PROGRAMS FOR 

HANDICAPPED INDIVIDUALS 
(CFDA No. 84.128) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 



Legislation : Rehabilitation Act of 1973, P.L. 93-112, as amended, Title 
I, Part C, Section 316, (29 U.S.C. 701). (Expires September 30, 1986). 



Funding Since 1981: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1981 Indefinite $2,000,000 

1982 $2,000,000 1,884,000 

1983 2,000,000 2,000,000 

1984 2,000,000 2,000,000 



Purpose : To establish or Initiate programs of recreational activities for 
nanoicapped Individuals, with special emphasis on expanding services for 
handicapped clients of State vocational rehabilitation agencies. The 
recreational activities earned out within these projects are diverse 1n 
scope and are Intended to contribute to the handicapped person's rehabili- 
tation, mobility and socialization. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (a ) 
A. Goals and Objectives: 



o To fund recreation projects that will promote and expand the mobility 
and socialization of handicapped Individuals. 

o To promote the development or Improvement of physical fitness and 
leisure time programs for the mentally and physically handicapped. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

o Projects address mcb111ty and socialization through Indoor and outdoor 
leisure activities such as sports and arts and crafts. 

o Therapeutic and physical -development activities Included fitness 
clinics, swimming and camping. 



C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness: 



In FY 1984 an estimated 16,000 handicapped Individuals were served by the 
28 projects funded. No Information about project effectiveness 1s avail- 
able. 
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0. Plans for Program Imp r ovement and Recommendations for Legislation : 

No funds were requested for this program 1n FY 1985. The Department 
believes that these services would be more appropriately provided at the 
local level. However, the Congress has appropriated $2,100,000 for 
FY 1985. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited U Section C Above : 
None 

F. Other Supporting Data : 
None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (b) 
No studies are under way. 
Contacts for Further Information : 

Program operations: Frank S. Caracdolo, (202) 732-1396 
Program Studies: Barbara Coates, (202) 245-8281 
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REHABILITATION SERVICES— SPECIAL PROJECTS FOR HANDICAPPED 
MIGRATORY AND SEASONAL FARMWORKERS (CFDA No. 84.128) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Section 312, P.L. 93-112 as amended, 
(29 U.S.C. 777b). (Expires September 30, 1986). 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 Indefinite $1,530,000 

1981 Indefinite 1,325,000 

1982 $12,210,000 1/ 951,000 

1983 12,210,000 T/ 951,000 

1984 12,900,000 T/ 950,000 



Purpose : To provide vocational rehabilitation services to handicapped 
migratory or seasonal farmworkers to help them acquire new work skills and 
thereby become qualified (1) to obtain employment 1n other areas, or (2) to 
"settle out" (obtain permanent employment) and leave the migrant stream; or 
to provide treatment necessary for the client to continue as a migratory or 
seasonal farmworker. 

Eligible Grantees : State rehabilitation agencies or local agencies adminis- 
tering a vocational rehabilitation program under written agreements with 
State agencies. Funds are awarded on a 90 percent Federal /10 percent State 
matching basis. 

Eligible Beneficiaries : Physically or mentally handicapped migrants, with 
emphasis on those with the most severe disabilities. Family members may 
also receive services necessary to the rehabilitation of the handicapped 
migrant. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this 
prociram were: 

o To process applications and award grants for comprehensive vocational 
rehabilitation services to handicapped migrant workers, and 

o To develop formats and methodology for reporting project activities and 
results. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Awarded grants to 11 projects 1n 10 States. 

o Developed and field tested a form for project reporting. 
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C . Costs. B sn sflts, and Effectiveness 

Program Sc ope; Ten State rehabilitation agencies and one Blind Agency are 
grantees for 11 FY 1984 projects, and they will serve approximately 3,000 
el 1g1b1<* Migrant workers. The costs of these projects rang? from $77,000 

to Sion.coo. 

Types of Benefits Provided : Services Included a heavy emphasis on outreach, 
spec /7i1 zed bilingual counseling, physical /mental restoration, prevocatlonal 
adjustment, vocational training, and job placement. Because of the high 
ra r .e of client mobility and their remote rural employment, agencies cannot 
a 1 ways complete the entire rehabilitation process or provide VR services, 
in the traditional manner. 

Program Effectiveness ; No new Information 1s available. 



D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

Program efforts 1n the coming year will center on Improving data collection 
activities and developing procedures for reaching unserved eligible migrant 
workers. 

In addition, the program was to sponsor a workshop in January, 1985 on pro- 
ject progress, the exchange of Information, and coordination of activities 
with other programs. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Section C Above 

1. Annual Evaluation Reports, Fiscal Year 1983. Office of Planning, Budget 
and Evaluation, Washington, D.C., 1984. 

i 

c 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

An evaluation study is planned for fiscal year 1985. 
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Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Frank Caracdolo, (202) 732-1340 

Program Studies: James English, (202) 245-9401 

Note 

1. An overall amount is authorized for Sections 310, 311, 312, 314, and 
315. Five percent Is for section 312, plus an additional amount to 
equal a total of $5 million. 
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HELEN KELLER NATIONAL CENTER FOR DEAF-BLIND YOUTHS AND ADULTS 

(CFDA No. 84.128) 



I. PROGRAM PROF ILE 

Legislation: Title II of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended. (29 
U.5.C. T9ul). (Expires September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 Indefinite $ 2,500,000 

1981 Indefinite 3,200,000 

1982 $ 3,500,000 3,137,000 

1983 3,500,000 3,500,000 

1984 4,000,000 4,000,000 

Purpose: To provide comprehensive services for the most severely disabled 
and disadvantaged deaf-blind youths and adults, train personnel to work 
w*th deaf-blind persons, and conduct relevant research. 

History and Award Process ; The Helen Keller National Center was created 
by Congress In 1969; specific funding has been authorized by Congress 
since 1973 on a non-compet1t1ve basis. The Center has one primary facility 
at Sands Point, New York. Oeaf-bHnd individuals are referred from 
all 50 States through the Center's network of nine regional offices. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal objectives for this program 
v ere: 



o To Improve rehabilitation services to deaf-blind Individuals, and 

o To foster research and development activities that Improve the social 
and economic aspects of Hfe for deaf-blind persons. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

During FY 1984, the Center cut the average amount of time necessary for 
a deaf-blind client to remain 1n a training program from 18 to 11 
months. The National Training Team and the Affiliation Network System 
were developed to strengthen services to deaf-blind persons at the 
local level. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments (Continued) 

o Research on the deaf-b11nd and the services available to them was con- 
ducted. It Indicated substantial gains had been made 1n their educa- 
tion, but many unmet or Inadequately met needs remained. 
(E.l) 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Program Scope ! During FY 1984 the Center served 235 trainees at Its main 
facility and provided referrals and counseling to another 949 deaf-blind 
persons through Its regional offices. 

Program Ef fectl y mess : No program effectiveness data after 1982 are 
available on this program. 

D . Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation : 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above : 

Needs assessment of Services to 0eaf-B11nd Individuals, Redex, Inc., 
Rehabilitation and Education Experts, Inc., December 1982, ED Contract 
No. 300-81-0426. 

F. Other Supporting Data : 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No further studies related to this program are currently 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Robert Werner (202) 732-1314 

Program studies: Lugene Tucker (202) 245-8364 
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REHABILITATION SERVICES— PROJECTS WITH INOUSTRY 
(CFOA No. 84.128) 

Highlights : 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Rehf IHtatlon Act of 1973, P.L. 93-112 as amended, Title I, 
Part F, Section 621, (29 USC 795g) (Expires September 30, 1986) 

Funding Since 1980: 

Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 Indefinite $ 5,500,000 

1981 " 5 250 000 

1982 $ 8,000,000 7^51 0^000 
J 98 ? 8,000,000 13,000,000 1/ 
1 98 4 13,000,000 13,000,000 ~ 

Purpose: To (1) provide handicapped Individuals with training and 
experiences 1n a realistic work setting to prepare them for employment 
1n the competitive market; (2) provide handicapped Individuals with 
supportive services to permit them to continue 1n the employment for 
which they have been trained; and (3) expand job opportunities for 
handicapped Individuals by providing placement services, job develop- 
ment and modification, special aids, appliances, or work-site modifi- 
cations which will permit employment of handicapped Individuals. 

Eligibility: Any public or private, profit or non-profit agency or 
organization able to provide training or employment for handicapped 
Individuals, Including private corporations, rehabilitation facil- 
ities, rehabilitation associations, educational Institutions, labor 
unions, trade associations, State vocational rehabilitation agencies, 
and social services or other government agencies. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (a) 

A. Goals and Objectives : 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal objective for this program 
was: 

o To provide handicapped Individuals with training and on-the-job 
experience 1n realistic work settings to prepare them for employ- 
ment 1n the competitive market. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 



o 



It Is estimated that approximately 13,000 placements of handicapped 
Individuals will be made with the FY 1984 funds. 
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c « C^^eggnt Sj and Effectiveness : 

Program Scope; In FY 1984, 98 Projects With Industry programs were sup- 
]3o7tedTotra1n and place in employment more than 13,000 handicapped 
Individuals earning in excess of $70 million In wages rrom priv - 
sector employment. 

Effect iveness: An assessment of the program completed 1n April 1983 
ITTlT^ounTlhat (1) PWI projects appear generally successful 1n 
meeting the program's go?l of developing private sector linkages 
to assist disabled persors in achieving competitive employment, 
thouqh quantitative Information to verify the performance of specific 
projects 1s limited, and (2) no single type of organization Is more 
successful than others in accomplishing PWI goals. Rather, the 
diversity of organizations operating PWIs and the flexibility of 
projects 1n providing services appear to be Imoortant factors in the 
PWI program's overall effectiveness. 

0 . PI a ns_for_Proqram Improveme n t and Recommend at iojLigjLk^lUIlQIL- 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies a nd Analys es Cited in Section C Abo vej, 

] „ Assessment of the Projects With Industry Program, Advanced 
Technology, Inc., McLean, Virginia, and Policy Studies Associates, 
Inc., Washington, O.C., 1983 

F - Other ; Su pport i ng Data : 

Non- v 

HI. r^'.^SE TO G F.PA 4j7M 

£0 begor* * congress ionaHy mandated evaluation of this piogram 1n FY 
1984. 

Contact for furt her information: 

Program operations: Arthur Cox (202)732-1333 

Program studio: Arthur Kirschenbaum (202) 245-4307 



Note 

i Th*. $8 million regular appropriation in FY 1983 was supplemented 
by a one time supplemental appropriation of $5 million under the 
uobs Bill. 
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CENTERS FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING 
(CFDA No. 84.132) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Title VII, Part B, Section 711 
(P.L. $3-112), as amended by P.L. 98-211 (Expires September 30, 1986). 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year AuthOri zatlon Appropriation 

1980 $ 150,000,000 1/ $ 15,000,000 

1981 200,000,000 T/ 18,000,000 

1982 19,400,000 7/ 17,280,000 

1983 19,400,000 2/ 19,400,000 

1984 21,000,000 7/ 19,400,000 



Purpose : To provide Independent living services to severely handicapped 
Individuals to assist them to function more Independently 1n family and 
community settings or secure and maintain appropriate employment. 

Eligibility : The principal eligible applicant 1s the State vocational 
rehabilitation agency; however, If a State agency falls to apply for a 
grant within six months after grants are available, then any local public 
or private nonprofit agency within the State may apply directly. 

The Rehabilitation Amendments of 1984 (P.L. 98-221) mandate that cur- 
rent grantees be funded through September 30, 1986. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives with respect to this 
program were: 

o To provide discretionary grants to establish and operate Centers for 
Independent Living — facilities offering a combination of rehabilita- 
tion services 1n order that the severely handicapped may live more 
Independently 1n family or community settings or may be better able 
to secure and maintain employment. 

o To promote substantial Involvement of handicapped persons 1n policy 
direction and management of established Centers, and to promote 
employment of handicapped persons 1n the Centers. 

B. P rogress and Accomplishments 

o The Rehabilitation Amendments of 1984 (P.L. 98-211) mandate that cur- 
rent grantees be funded through September 30, 1986. 
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o The 74 current grantees ere: 

42 State vocational rehabilitation agencies 

19 local nonprofit organizations 

9 State agencies for the blind 

4 joint applications by general and blind agencies 

o FY 1984, grantees funded the operation of 160 Centers, providing 
services to more than 30,000 severely disabled Individuals. 

o More than 40 percent of the staff of the Centers are disabled persons. 
C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness : 

Section 711 mandates that national standards be developed and published. 
Accordingly, a contract of $335,790 was awarded by the Department 1n FY 
1984 to Berkeley Planning AssodaVes for two purposes: 

(a) develop the mandated national standards for evaluation; 

(b) use the standards as a basis for mandated evaluation of the 
program. 

0. . E. t F . 

No additional Information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) ' 

The study cited 1n II C above 1s 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Elizabeth Arroyo, (202) 732-1348 

Program studies: Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 

Notes 

1. Authorization for Parts A, B, and C 

2. Authorization for Part B only. 
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VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION SERVICE PROJECTS FOR 
HANDICAPPED AMERICAN INDIANS (CFDA 84.128) 



t. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Title I, Section 130, 311(a), 
P,L. 98-221 (29 USC 750), (Expires September 3 , 1986) 

Funding Since 1983 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1983 Indefinite $ 650,000 

1984 " 715,000 

Purpose : To provide vocational rehabilitation services to handicapped 
American Indians who reside on Federal or State reservations to prepare 
them for suitable employment. 

Application and Award Process : Applications may be made by governing bodies 
of Indian tribes located on Federal and State reservations. A governing 
body 1s required to consult with the designated State unit in the development 
of an application. Grants are awarded by the Secretary of Education follow- 
ing a review and rating of applications using published criteria. Success 
ful grant applicants are required to contribute at least 10 percent of the 
project cost. 

Duration and Phasing of Activities : Grants are made for one to three years. 
Funds are made available on a id -month basis. 



II. Response to GEPA 417 (a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

Duriny FY 1984 the Department's principal objective for this program *as 
<;o make needed grants to Indian tribes. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

During FY 1984, one grant was made to the Navajo Vocational Rehabilitation 
Program. 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Program Scope and Costs : Only one grant has been awarded in this program 
at a cost to the Government of $715,000. 

Program Effectiveness : Mo program effectiveness data are available. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation : 
None. 

E. Support ig Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above : 
None. 

III. Response to GEPA 417 (b) 
None. 

Contacts for further Information : 

Program Operation: Frank S. Caracdolo, (202) 732-1340 
Program Studies : Eugene Tucker, (202) 245-8364 
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION—BASIC GRANTS TO STATES 
(CFDA No. 64.048, 84.050, 84.052) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Vocational Education Act of 1963, as amended by Title II 
of the Education Amendments of 1976, Public Law 94-482, 20 U.S.C. 2301 
to 2461; 90 Stat. 2168-2213. (Expired September 30, 1984)* 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 1/ 

1980 $1,180,000,000 $686,045,732 

1981 1,325,000,000 612,082,728 

1982 2/ 587,736,648 

1983 7/ 657,902,898 

1984 ?/ 666,628,758 



Purpose : To assist States In providing quality vocational education 
programs to persons who desire and need education and training tor 
employment. 

Eligibility : States become eligible for formula grants by establishing a 
State Board for Vocational Education, a State Occupational Information 
Coordinating Committee, a State Advisory Council , and certifying a five-year 
State plan, annual program plans and accountability reports. Governors, 
or their designated review agencies, may Include this program In their 
Intergovernmental review process. All grants are advance-funded. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 117(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives of the Department : 

o To make full use of findings and recommendations of the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) report on the role of vocational education In 
national economic development. 

o To support the goals defined 1n response to the Secretary's goal 
of Strengtenlng Education and Work. These Include: 

1. To add new initiatives to Implement the NAS report; 

2. To Increase the responsiveness of vocational education to the 
Nation's defense preparedness; 



♦The Carl D. Perkins Vocational Education Act of 1984, P.L. 98-524, 
authorizes vocational education through September 30, 1989. 
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A. Goals gnd Objectives ; (continued) 

3. To Introduce entrepreneur ship education and training In all voca- 
tional and education pro rams; 

4. To Increase the ability of vocational and adult education to enhance 
the training of the workforce through educational technology. 

o To submit to Congress the mandated annual report. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

o Ten regional seminars were conducted to promote discussion, analysis 
and Implementation of the JAS report. Follow-on activities are planned 
for FY 1985. 

o Three task forces established under goals 2, 3, and 4 are In the process 
of disseminating and Implementing findings. 

o The Secretary's Annual Vocational Education Report, FY 1983 was submitted 
to Congress on June 23, 1964. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Using the most recent data from the Vocational Education Data System (VEDS), 
the Secretary's report to Congress Includes aggregate course enrollments 
for various categories. Although the VEDS data are of poor quality (for 
example, there 1s double counting), the data show: 

Enrollment Estimates : Total enrollments 1n vocational education 1n 1981-82 
were estimated as 16.8 million, Including nearly 10.3 mlllton secondary 
and 6.5 million postsecondary and adult enrollments. 

Because of the poor quality of the data for handicapped and disadvantaged 
student enrollments, no new data were reported for 1981-82. 

Types of Services Provided : Bas*c Grants funds have been used to de- 
velop and implement programs 1n new and emerging occupations or 1n areas 
of critical skill shortage. Many States also use Basic Grants funds for 
replacing outdated materials or equipment and *or remodeling facilities (E.4). 

States have used their Program Improvement and Supportive Services funds 
for such activities as developing materials to promote sex equity In 
vocational education, Innovative career counseling programs, In-service 
training and professional development for Instructors and administra- 
tors, development of vocational programs In new and emerging occupations 
and applied research (E.4). 

Effectiveness : Evaluation studies equating the value of vocational educa- 
tlon In terms of labor market experiences of high school students generally 
report mixed results. Although relatively few postsecondary studies exist, 
these show more Impressive results, particularly for blacks and certain 
program areas. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness : (continued) 

Matching high school transcripts to the Youth Cohort of the National Longi- 
tudinal Survey of Labor Market Experiences to use 1n special analyses is 
an ongoing effort of the National Center for Research 1n Vocational Educa- 
tion. Preliminary reports provide data on the work experiences of high 
school graduates between the ages of 17 and 21 1n May 1980. 

The analyses classified students by categories based on the vocational 
education courses cited on high school transcripts. Only students who had 
taken no secondary vocational courses were classified as "nonvocational". 
Students who had completed at least some vocational courses were classified 
1n one of five categories of vocational enrol lees depending upon the amount, 
timing and degree of specialization. "Concentrators" are students who have 
completed substantial vocational coursework. 

Although similar jobs were held by students with few vocational credits and 
those with none, stronger comparisons can be made by contrasting work expe- 
riences of vocational concentrators with work experience of nonvocational 
students. Among males, twice as many vocational concentrators (33%) as 
nonvocational graduates (15%) worked 1n craft occupations. Only half as 
many vocational concentrators worked 1n professional, technical, clerical, 
or service jobs as nonvocational students. 

Among females, 61 percent of vocational concentrators work 1n clerical 
occupations, compared with 37 percent of nonvocational graduates. Nearly 
20 percent of the female nonvocational graduates held professional jobs as 
compared with only 2 percent of vocational concentrators. Greater percen- 
tages of female nonvocational students than vocational concentrators worked 
1n sales and services jobs. 

One analysis concluded that vocational concentrators tend to hold jobs for 
a relatively longer time and tend to work 1n Industries that pay well, but 
do not tend to work in unionized jobs or enroll 1n postsecondary Institutions 
as often as others. 

The National Academy of Sciences (NAS) examined the role of vocational 
education 1n terms of Its overall contribution to economic development. 
In a report titled Education for Tomorrow's Jobs , NAS found that the quality 
of secondary programs varies widely and they cited comprehensive high school 
vocational programs as most 1n need of reform. The report recommends 
changes 1n pre-serv1ce and In-service training for teachers of vocational 
education. "Requirements governing the recruitment, certification, pro- 
motion, compensation and retention of vocational teachers are so well 
defined that adaptation to new technologies 1s costly and slow. Also 
problematic are rules governing the allocation of resources, the acquisi- 
tion of equipment and use of facilities," the report states. 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness : (continued) 

In general, the NAS report was critical of evaluation studies that do not 
account for differences 1n program quality. Instead, results are reported 
for all programs taken together, which may result 1n modest gains 1n student 
outcomes but does not estimate accurately the returns to the better-trained 
graduates. Employers are also primary beneficiaries of vocational programs, 
as they can shift some of the costs of training employees to the Government. 
"Thus, Ignoring benefits to employers underestimates the value of vocational 
programs," the reports states. 

However, the NAS panel found too few strong collaborative partnerships 
between vocational programs and business and Industry, a vital Ingredient 
of good vocational programs. Without such efforts, schools cannot respond 
and adapt to the changing economy, the report declares, and challenges 
the education community to make substantial reforms, such as strengthening 
teaching and collaboration with employers, strengthening financing, and 
improving access to h1gh-qual1ty vocational education programs. 

The NIE study (E.2 below) completed 1n 1981 addresses program effectiveness 
in some depth. Highlights of Its findings Include: 

Effects of Vocational Education on Participants: Results from research 
provide only a partial view of economic benefits to Individuals and the 
possible effects of their vocational education experiences on those out- 
comes. Females who graduate from high school business and office programs 
have higher earnings, greater likelihood of finding jobs and higher occupa- 
tional status than female graduates with a secondary general curriculum. 
Differences 1n economic outcome between male vocational and general curri- 
culum graduates, who have no postsecondary education, do not Indicate 
advantages for those taking vocational education. High school graduates 
who pursue postsecondary education below the baccalaureate level do better 
on a variety of measures of gainful employment than those who do not. 

Other evaluations of vocational education programs have been reported in 
Annual Evaluation Reports for Fiscal Years 1974-1982. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation : 

An Administration bill to consolidate Federal programs assisting vocational 
education was forwarded to Congress early 1n FY 1984. 

New procedures are being developed to Improve the Vocational Education Data 
System. The Secretary's 1983 annual report to Congress provided details 
about the problems 1n this system. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above: 

1. Education for Tomorrow's Jobs . National Academy Press, 1983. 

2. The Vocational Education Study. The Final Report . Publication 8. 
The National Institute of Education, September 1981 . 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analysis ; (continued) 

3. The Federal Rol f ? In Vocational Education . National Commission for 
Employment Policy, September 1981. 

4. The Secretary's Annual Vocational Education Report for FY 1983. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

A study to examine the Implementation of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational 
Act In selected States 1s scheduled to begin In FY 1985. 

Contacts for Further Information : 

Program Operations: LeRoy Cornel son, (202) 472-3440 

Program Studies: Dorothy Shuler, (202) 245-8364 



Notes : 

1. These amounts Include the permanent authorization of $6.7 million appor- 
tioned to the States each year under the Smith-Hughes Act. They Include 
basic grants and budget for program Improvement and supportive services, 
undar P.L. 94-482. 

2. Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 authorizes $735 million for 
the Vocational Education Act for 1982-84 but does not break out author- 
ization by program. 



:1V i 
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION— SPECIAL PROGRAMS FOR THE DISADVANTAGED 

(CFDA No. 84.052) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Vocational Education Act of 1963, as amended by Title II of the 
Education Amendments of 1976 (P. L. 98-482), (20.U.S.C. 2370). (Expired 
September 30, 1984)* 

Funding since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $45,000,000 $20,000,000 

1981 50,000,000 14,954,000 

1982 1/ 14,356,000 

1983 T/ 14,356,000 

1984 T/ U, 356, 000 



Purpose : To provide special vocational education programs for persons 
who have academic or economic handicaps and who require special services, 
assistance or programs so they may succeed In vocational education programs. 

Eligibility : State Boards of Vocational Education are eligible to receive 
formula grants with the establishment of an overall State Vocational Advi- 
sory Council and certification of a five-year State plan, an annual program 
plan, and an accountability report by the State Board for Vocational Educa- 
tion. All grants are advance funded and do not require matching funds. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

To simplify the gr?nt process, Increase State flexibility to plan and 
administer the program and reduce burden on State agencies. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 
No new Information. 



♦The Carl D. Perkins Vocational Education Act of 1^84, P.L. 98-524, 
authorizes vocational education through September 30, 1989. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Effectiveness ; More than half the students served by these special pro- 
grams for the disadvantaged have completed their course and found employment 
or progressed Into additional training and education. An analysis of 15 
State Board evaluations receiving greatest amounts of Federal VEA monies 
revealed little 1f any difference 1n the services provided under this 
authority and those offered under the basic grant. (E.l) 

Persons served : In school year 1980-81, the most recent; year for which 
enrollment data are available, an estimated 128,000 disadvantaged aggregated 
classroom enrollments were reported 1n vocational education programs. 
However, data from several States are not available. Th^ special resources 
for the disadvantaged are Intended to provide academically and economically 
disadvantaged persons with additional services they /need to succeed 1n 
regular vocational programs. Academically disadvantaged persons Include 
those who have problems reading, writing, or computing, those with Umlted- 
EngUsh proficiency, and those with other problems . The economically 
disadvantaged Include the unemployed, those on public assistance and resi- 
dents of correctional or other Institutions. (E.l) 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Oepartment transmitted to Congress proposed legislation consolidating 
existing vocational legislation. Categorical programs such as Special 
Programs for the Disadvantaged are Included 1n the consolidated authority. 
This proposal 1s 1n response to the criticism that current legislation 
lacks an overall theme or purpose and tries to do too much. This criticism 
1s most recently found 1n reports by the NIE Vocational Education Study 
and the National Commission on Employment Policy. 2/ 

i 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above : 

1. The Secretary's Annual Vocational Education Report to Congress, 1983. 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No further studies related to this program are currently 1n progress. The 
Vocational Education Data System (VEDS) which collects data for this program 
has been suspended until new procedures, approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget, can be developed. 

Contact for further Information 



Program operation: LeRoy A. Cornel son, (202)472-3440 
Program studies: Dorothy Shuler, (202)245-8364 



177 



402-3 



Notes 

1. Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 authorizes $735,000,000 for 
the Vocational Education Act for 1982-84 but does not break out author- 
ization by program. 

2. The Vocational Education Study : The Final Report. Publication No. 8, 
The National Institute of Education, September 1981. 
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION— FORMULA GRANTS TO STAiES FOR 
CONSUMER AND HOMEMAK I NG EDUCATION (CFDA No.. 84.049) 



1 • WQ WAK PROFILE 

Legislation: Vocational Education Act of 1963* as amended by Title II of 
thTtfucaObn Amendments of 1976, Subpart 5, P.L. 94-482 (20 U.5.C. 2301- 
90 Stat. 2168-2213). (Expired September 30, 1984.)* 

funding Since I960: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 % 75,000,000 $43,497,000 

1981 80,000,000 30,347,000 

1982 735,000,000j,/ 29,133,000 

1983 735,000,0001/ 31,633,000 

1984 735,000,000T/ 31,633,000 



Pu rpose : To assist States by providing Federal funds for programs and 
services in consumer and homemaking education at all levels. 

Special Statutory Emphasis ; The legislation encourages, but does not pre- 
scribe, programs that: 

o Encourage men and women to prepare for combining the roles of pomemaker 
and wage earner; 

o Develop new curriculum materials that avoid sex stereotyping in consumer 

and homemaking education; / 

/ 

f. 

o Give greater consideration to economic, social, and' cultural conditions, 
especially in economically depressed areas; 

o Encourage outreach programs addressed to the special needs of the aged, 
youmj children, school-age parents, single parents, handicapped persons, 
educationally disadvantaged persons, patients, and inmates; and 

o Emphasize consumer education, management of resources, promotion of nu- 
tritional knowledge and food use, and parenthood education to meet 
current societal needs. 

El igible Recipients ', State vocational education boards are eligible to 
apply for grants. Eligible recip'ents for subgrants are local educational 
agencies and postsecondary institutions. 



*The Carl 0. Perkins Vocational Education Act of 1984, P.L. 98-524 authorizes 
vocational education through September 30, 1989. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

For Fiscal Ysar 1984, the Department's principal objectives were to encour- 
age States co: 

o Update, develop, and Implement curricula useful to both males and fe- 
males at all educational levels; and 

o Design and make accessible programs to meet the needs of disadvantaged 
and minority populations. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Program staff report that most States and territories developed and 
Implemented new curricula to teach both males and females the basics 
of math, science, and reading 1n consumer and nomemaking education 
programs. 

o According to program staff, 1n 1984, all States offered programs 1n 
convenient locations to meet the unique needs of disadvantaged and 
minority populations. Some school districts used mobile units. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served : Based on 1981-82 VEDS data, 3.1 mi 11 ion students were 
enrolled, with 80.2 percent 1n secondary programs and 19.8 percent 1n 
post secondary/ adult (E.lh 

Program Scope : Based on 1981-82 VEDS data, 18.2 percent of persons enrolled 
In vocational education were in consumer and nomemaking education. FY 
1984 State grants ranged from $3,787,029 1n California to $76,831 in Alaska 
(E.2). 

Services to Economically Depressed Areas : The law mandates that at least 
one-third of federal funds for consumer and nomemaking education be used 
in economically needy areas. In 1982, 59 percent were so spent (E.3). 

Impa ct of Programs and Services on Participants : The NIE study (E.4) con- 
cluded that relatively little rigorous research had been conducted on the 
effects of consumer and nomemaking education on learners 1n terms of changes 
in knowledge, attitudes, or behavior. Some evidence from the program office 
indicates that most former students perceive that what they learned in 
con.umer and nomemaking education programs was useful in homnaklng and 
employment (E.C). 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendation for Legislation 
None. 
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E . Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Sec tion C Above 

1. U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 
Vocational Education Data System, 1981-82. 

2. Vocational Educatio n : Report by the Secretary of Education to the Con- 
gress, \3BT . — 

3. State Annual Accountability Reports for Vocational Education . Division 
of Vocational tducatlon Services, Office of Vocational and Adult Educa- 
tion, U.S. Department of Education, Washington, DC. 

4 « The Vocational Education Study: The Final Report . National Institute 
of Education, Washington, D.C., 1981. 

5. Research and Curriculum Projects by State Department of Education . 1983- 
1984. Vocational Home Economics E^icatlon, Division of Vocational 
Education Services, Office of Vocat.onal and Adult Education, U.S. 
Department of Education, Washington, DC. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 



HI. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No Federal studies of this program are currently in progress. States and 
universities are conducting research in cooperation with professional 
organizations and the private sector. 



Contacts for Further Information : 

Program Operations: Bertha G. King, (202) 245-9786 
Program Studies: Jay Noel 1 , (202) 245-8877 



Note 

1. The Omnibus Budget ^conciliation Act of 1981 authorized $735 million 
for the Vocational E -cation Act, but did not break out authorization 
by individual program. 
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION — INDIAN TRIBES 
AND INDIAN ORGANIZATIONS 
(CFDA No. 84.101) 



H1gh11_ghts : 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Vocational Education Act of 1963, as amended by Title II 
of the Education Amendments of 1976 (r*.L, 94-482). Title II, (20 U.3.C. 
2!j03; 90 Stat. 2170). (Expired September 30, 1984)* 

Funding since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 1/ 



Purpose : To make grants and contracts to eligible Indian tribes and tr1- 
bal organizations to plan, conduct, and administer programs or portions 
of programs authorized by and consistent with the Vocational Education 
Act. Tribes and Indian organizations may apply for grants for any pro- 
grams, services and activities cited as eligible under Part 1, Subpart 2, 
Section 120 of the Act. 

El 1 g1 bi 1 U y: Indian tribes and tribal organizations which are eligible to 
contract with the Secretary of the Interior for the administration of pro- 
grams under the Indian Sel f-Determ1 nation and Education Assistance Act of 
1975 or under the Act of April 16, 1934 are eligible for funds under this 
program. An award may not exceed three years. This ^s a forward-funded 
progr am. 

1 1 • RESPONS E TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goal and Objectives 

The program office addresses the following ob; 

I, To improve the job placement record of trainee served under this 
authority. 

?. To promote program linkages to tribal pnmomic development plans. 



♦The Carl 0. Perkins Vocational Education Act 1984, P.L. 98-f 1, 
authorizes vocational education through Sept -nner 30, 1989. 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$11,800,000 
13,250,000 



$b ,938 ,864 
6,182,654 
5,936,734 
6,645,484 
6,733,624 
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B. Accomplishments 

Thirty proposals were funded under new priorities announced by the Secretary 
1n June, 1983. The Secretary gave priority to projects which could sub- 
stantiate that employers would employ at least 50 percent of trainees for 
new grantees and 65 percent of trainees for previous grantees. If the tribe 
plans to employ graduates, similar assurances are required. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effective n ess 

Trainees ; An estimated 1,800 Indian trainees in 18 States are enrolled in 
vocational programs 1n the first year of operation of the 30 new grants. 
Training 1s offered in a wide range of occupations Including public adminis- 
tration and business management, welding, clerical work, auto mechanics, 
appliance repairs,/ heavy-equipment operation, road building, construction, 
agriculture, carpentry and plumbing, bookkeeping, and computer programming. 
(E.l) 

Costs : Costs va r ' widely from the smallest grant of $45,429 to the largest 
grant of $556,099. The enrollment varies from 12 to 300 students. Some 
programs carry a high per-pup1l cost because of the type of equipment 
needed and the isolation of the location. High-cost programs include 
computer programming and heavy-equipment operation. 

Effectiveness : Data indicate that placement rates for programs designed 
for immediate trainee placement are about 50 percent. The target popula- 
tion served by these programs has a history of dlsadvantagement and high 
unemployment; however, program staff report that placement rates have 
been slowly increasing (E.2). 

0. Plans for Program Improveme n t and Recommendations for Legislation 
Increasing job placement continues as the program priority^/ 

E. Su pporting Studies and Analyses Cited in Section C Above . 

1. Project Summary: Program f or Indian Tribes and Indian Organizations , 
June 1984. 

?. An Assessment of Vocational Education Progr ams for Indian Tribes and 
Organization^ Communications Technology corporation, November 1980 . 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No further studies related to this program are currently in progress. 
Contact for further information: 

Program operations: Harvey Thiel , (202) 245-2774 
Proqram studies: Dorothy Shuler, (202) 245-83M 
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Notes 

1. P.L. 94-402 authorizes a one percent set-aside of funds from Subparts 
2 and 3 (basic grant and program Improvement) to support Indian projects 
and one percent ($68,034) per year from the Smith-Hughes Act permanent 
authorization. 

2. The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 authorizes $735 million for 
the Vocational Education Act for 1982-84 but does not break out author- 
ization by program. 

3. Application for Grants under the Program for Indian Tribes and Indian 
Organizations. 
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION— PROGRAMS OF NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE 

(CFDA No. 84.051) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation ; Vocational Education Act of 1963, as amended by P.L. 94-482, 
Title II, Part B, Subparts 1 and 2 (20 U.S.C. 2401). (Expired September 30, 
1984.)* 

Funding Sinct 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriatio n If 

1980 $59,000,000 $10,358,073 

1981 66,250,000 7,835,073 

1982 2/ 8,536,073 

1983 7/ 8,036,073 

1984 2/ 8,178,000 

Purpose : To Improve vocational education by providing Federal funds for 
projects for research, development, leadership training, and information 
dissemination. 

Program Components : 

o National Center for Research 1n Vocational Education (NCRVE): To assist 
States and localities 1n Improving their programs, NCRVE engages 1n 
applied research, training, product development, and evaluation and 
operates a clearinghouse for information and products from State and 
federally supported projects and other sources. 

i 

o National Occupational Information Coordinating Committee (NOICC): To 
assist students, ; educators, and occupational planners 1n anticipating 
future labor market conditions, NOICC (along with Its State Occupational 
Information Coordination Committees [SOICCs]) assembles and distributes 
job information. 

o Special Projects of National Significance: To assist States 1n respond- 
ing to emerging needs In vocational education, Special Projects funds 
are used to develop curricula and products, which are then distributed 
to the States by six regional Curriculum Coordination Centers. 

El igibil 1ty : Only nonprofit agencies are eligible for the competition 
held every five years for the National Center for Research in Vocational 
Education. Public, nonprofit, and profit-making organizations 
and Individuals are eligible for other projects. 

♦The Carl 0. Perkins Vocational Act of 1984, Q8^?4 authorize vm< 

tlonal education through September 30, 1989. 
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H. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

For Fiscal Year 1984, the Department's principal objectives were to: 

o Recompete contracts for two Curriculum Coordination Centers; 

o Product information for planning, policy development, and State evalua- 
tions of local programs; 

o Develop State and local leaders through conferences arid workshops; 

o Package and disseminate Information; and 

o Initiate several special projects tc address new national needs. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

During FY 1984, the major accomplishments were: 

o Contracts were competed for two Curriculum Coord 1nat1 .'; Centers and re- 
awarded to Mississippi State University (Southeastern CCC) and to the 
Oklahoma State Department of Education (Midwest C r C). 

o NCRVE Issued reports on: 

— Displaced workers; 

The effects of alternative learning environments on basic skill 
acquisition and retention by vocational stvdants; 
-- A strategy to teach vocational teachers about new technologies; 

— Defense Industrial base training requirements; 
~- Transitions between education and work; 

— Anticipating developments likely to Influence vocational education; 
Teacher Instructional behavior* related to student engaged time; and 
RiKlru»«;<i : industry, and labor i nvol vewsnt 1n evaluating and planning 

vocational education programs. 

o NCRVE held 92 conferences ami workshops iii 32 States for 3,760 voca- 
tional education leauer-s* Its Advanced Study Center hosted 2 post- 
doctoral fellows, and 21 resident scholars participated 1n the National 
Academy for Vocational Education, The six Curriculum Coordination 
Centers provide,! training and leadership development to the 57 State 
liaison representatives who in turn held awareness sessions and in- 
service training workshops for 20,665 people. NOICC trained State 
officials to teach others how to u$»e the VocjitjJotiaJ Preparation and 
Occj^ation^ handbook. 

o The following information packing and diss«»m1 nation occurred: 

T!t(* NCRVE Clearinghouse ddded over 500 State products to hnprovc 
programs to the Resources J n Vocat 1 ona 1 Edocat 1 on data system which 
now has more tharTiSOO pntrTesT 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments (Continued) 

NOICC made occupational Information available through microcomputers 
1n 40 States Including more than 11,000 sites; provided Information 
about civilian and military career and training opportunities to 
Individuals 1n nine States; provided 1nserv1ce training for coun- 
selors 1n 14 States and territories; trained counselor educators 1n 
pilot sites to teach new counselors how to use occupational Infor- 
mation; and prepared a guide for the Occupational Outlook Handbook . 

o Special projects were Initiated on: 

standards for excellence 1n business education; 

Improving collaboration between vocational education and the defense 
establishment; and 

achieving excellence 1n education through private sector Involve- 
ment 1n vocational Instructional program advisory council 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectivenes s 

In FY 1984, program funds were used to support the following: 



National Center for Research in Vocational Education $4,581,815 

National Occupational Information Coordinating Committee 2,243,100 

Special Projects of National Significance 1,050,704 

Curriculum Coordination Centers.., 773,494 

TOTAL 3,649,113 



Evaluation of NCRVE Activities : The U.S. General Accounting Office was 
asked by Congress to review NCRVE's project selection, quality control, 
accountability for revenues and expenditures, hiring of professional staff, 
salaries and benefits paid to employees, and outside contracting. GAO 
found that NCRVE's activities were ]n accordance with Its contrt:t (E.l). 
Specific finding:; include: 

j Proje ct sele ction: NCRVfc Initially Identifies projects believe to 
Fa ve"r at i onaTsfgn 1 f 1 c ance based on Internal and external sources, 
Including legislative reports, professional associations, and vocational 
eiucation practitioners. Proposed projects are first reviewed by 
NCRVE's National Advisory Council and then submitted, as part of NCRVE's 
annual request for contract renewal, for review and approval by the 
Department of Education which also designates projects to be' ««mie by 
NCRVE. 

o Quality Contro l ; NCRV! uses expert panels and outside consult mis to 
review pr-'ducf;." pr i o* to theit relcas*-; field reactions are determined 
by user follow-up studios and publication-reaction cards (s«?nt to 
product users). 

o Accountat ility for Funds. GAO found that Federal funds wrr*« "xpon.hH 
fn accordance wTOTtFe terms of th«» contract and were properly ..nW. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

o Hiring of Professional Staff : Professional staff are recruited through 
nation-wide position vacancy announcements. A committee of professional 
employees reviews applications, and then NCRVE's Executive Director and 
the committee chairperson select the best qualified candidate. 

o Employee Salaries and Benefits : NCRVE staff are paid by Ohio State 
University at established university pay ranges. However, NCRVE's pay 
rates for principal Investigators are lower than the rate for their 
professor counterparts, primarily because of the advantages stemming 
from faculty tenure. NCRVE employees have the same basic benefits and 
retirement system as university employees. 

0 Outside Contracting : Between 1978 and 1982, NCRVE let 18 subcontract i 
to 10 subcontractors for $737,969, or about 3 percent of NCRVE's project 
funds during this period. NCRVE also used 2,492 consultants at a cost 
of $457,690, or about $184 per consultant. ED approves In advance all 
of NCRVE's subcontracts. 

Benefits from The Curriculum Coordination Cente rs: It 1s estimated that 
if all the CCC-dissem1nated curriculum material's adopted during FY 1983 had 
been separately developed at each of the local sites, nearly $6 million 1n 
costs would have been Incurred (E.2). 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited in Section C Above 

1. ^oviw o f the Nat ion al Ce nte r for Research In Vocat ional Education (GAO/ 
HKlPOTTBh August 16, 19847 * 

? * Curriculum Coordinatio n Center Impact Report for 1983 , Office of Voca- 
tional and Adult EducTtfoli.^^oartment of Education, Washington, D.C. 
June 1984. 

1 «. Other Supporting Data 

None. 



HI. R ESPONSE TO QEPA 417(b) 

A .tudy to examine the operations and management of the Curriculum Coordina- 
tion (enter? 1s 1n progress. Results will be used to guide hiiure planning 
awl budgetary decisions. 



f on tacts f or Further Information 

Program Operations: Howard Hjelm, (202) 245-2278 
--oqrain Studies: Jay Noel 1 , (202) 245-8877 
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Notes 

1. Funds are appropriated for this activity on a "one-year" basis. They 
become available for obligation on July 1 of the fiscal year 1n which 
appropriated and remain available until expended. In addition, $358,073 
(which remains available for only one year) 1s apportioned to this 
activity annually from the Smith-Hughes Act permanent appropriation. 

2. Omnibus Rudget Reconciliation Act of 1981 authorized $735 million for 
the Vocational Education Act of 1982-84, but does not break out author- 
ization by program. 
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ADULT EDUCATION— STATE-ADMINISTERED PROGRAM 
(CFDA No. 84.002) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation; Adult Education Act, P.L. 91-230, as amended (20 U.S.C. 1201). 
(Expired September 30, 1984)* 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $230,000,000 $100,000,000 1/ 

1981 250,000,000 100,000,000 

1982 100,000,000 86,400,000 

1983 100,000,000 95,000,000 

1984 100,000,000 100,000,000 



Purpose: To expand educational opportunities for adults and to encourage 
the establishment of programs of adult education that will enable educa- 
tionally disadvantaged adults to acquire basic skills necessary to func- 
tion 1n society, to complete secondary school, and to profit from employ- 
ment-related training. 

Eligibility and Formula : States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto 
Rico are allotted funds based on the proportion of their adult population 
who lack a secondary school certificate and are not required to be 1n such 
schools, plus $150,000. Insular areas are allotted one percent or less 
of the appropriated funds. The States and Insular areas distribute funds 
to local educational agencies (LEAs) or other non-profit organizations 
based on State-run competitions. 

Services Provided by Recipient Agencies : LEAs or other agencies funded 
by the State provide basic skills or other services to persons 16 years 
of age or older who are not high school graduates and who need additional 
skills. Each State 1s required to match at a rate of 10 cents for every 
90 cents of Federal money received. (No match 1s required of Guam, 
American Samoa, the Virgin Islands, the Northern Mariana Islands, and 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.) Each State must use at 
least ten percent of Its grant for special projects and teacher training. 
State grants also support programs for ^Jults of limited English profi- 
ciency and for residents of urban areas with high unemployment rates 
and rural areas. 

Annual financial and performance reports and the maintenance of records 
for audits are required of each grant recipient. 



*The Adult Education Act, P.L* 98-511, authorizes the Adult Educa- 
tion State-Administered Program through September 30, 1987. 



loo 



406-2 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal objectives for this program were: 
o To improve and expand the outreach capacity of the program; 
o To disseminate Information on effective practices; 
o To Improve service delivery to program participants; 
o To study ways of reducing adult illiteracy. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments: 

o State educational agencies are using a broad array of agencies to 
improve and expand the outreach capacity of the -rogram. Fiscal year 
1981 reports from the States Indicated an average of 635 agencies, 
organizations, and institutions per State were used to provide adult 
education and support services. Business and industry led as pro- 
viders of services, followed by churches, LEAs, and voluntary agencies. 
Support services Include transportation for participants and child 
care, with churches being the most common provider ot these two services. 

o The Clearinghouse on Adult Education has as one of its main functions 
the dissemination of information on effective practices. Six adult 
education projects have been approved by the Joint Dissemination 
Review Panel through 1984 for their repl Icabil 1ty and positive Impact 
on participants. 

Networks have been established in support of competency-based adult 
education, adult secondary education, English as a second language, 
education for adults with disabilities, and defense-related adult 
education. 

o The delivery of adult education services has changed through the 

provision of support services, flexible scheduling, convenient loca- 
tions for classes, and use of instructional materials and metho- 
dologies more appropriate to adult education. 

o A small-scale study has been started: (a) to Identify educational 
needs of adults, (b) to obtain baseline data 1n response to the 
Secretary's adult literacy Initiative, and (c) to assess the service 
delivery system of the program to meet specific target populations. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 



Program Scope ; The distribution of the fiscal year 1983 monies for use 
in fiscal year 1984 was as follows: (1) Outlying Areas received $950,000; 
(2) each State, the District of Columbia, and Puerto R1co received a 
minimum amount of $150,000; and (3) the remainder was distributed on the 
basis of the number of persons 16 and over with less than a high school 
education, based on the 1980 Census. Thirty-two States had grants of 
more than $1 million, with the four largest grants going to California 
($7,701,939), New York ($6,802,303), Texas ($5,901,267), and Pennsylvania 
($4,740,345). The smallest State grant was to Alaska for $240,095. 

In FY 1081, more than 2 million adults participated 1n the program, about 
one-fourth of whom received Instruction 1n English as a second language. 

States continued efforts to Improve the quality of instructional services 
through special experimental demonstration projects and teacher training 
projects. Projects trained administrators, supervisors, teachers, and 
paraprofesslonals. Major program areas for special projects Included 
English as a second language, adult performance level /life skills, employ- 
abWty, adults with disabilities, technology, and tutoring. 

Type of Benefits Provided; The majority of Federal funds were spent on 
various types of instructional activities through grants made by the 
States to local projects. All States are required to emphasize adult 
basic education programs. Instruction 1n English as a second language 
is also a priority of the legislation. 

Program Effectiveness ; Fedswl program staff summarized State perfor- 
mance reports and found that: 

o Approximately 80 percent of the participants are between 16 and 44 years 
old. 

o Those benefiting from adult education, support services, and associated 
personnel development efforts Included such groups as adults with 
limited English proficiency, adults 1n urban areas with high rates of 
unemployment, ana rural areas; Immigrant adults; and personnel such as 
administrators, supervisors, teachers, and paraprofesslonal s. 

n No information Is available on the effectiveness of the services. 



D « Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

Noneo 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited in Section C Above 



The source of Information presented 1n Section C 1s the annual State 
reports. 



F. Other Supporting Data : 

Collection of demographic data from the States has not been permitted 
since 1981. Reports submitted voluntarily by States for the 1982-83 
school year provide the following Information: 

Total number of participants 2,573,231 

American Indian & Natlv^ Alaskans 26,482 

Asian and Pacific Islanders 371,402 

Blacks 493,282 

Hlspanlcs 608,992 

Whites 1,029,527 

Others 43,546 

Participants By Level 

Level I participants 1,637,689 

(grades 0-8 and ESL) 

Level II participants 620,827 

(grades 9-12) 

Undetermined 314,715 

Participants By Age - 



2,054,279 
504,969 
13,983 



III. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 407 (b) 

A small-scale study was underway with completion expected 1n January 1985. 

Contacts for Further Information : 

Program operations: Paul V. Delker (202) 245-9793 

Program studies: Eugene Tucker (202) 245-8364 

Note* 

1. In fiscal year 1980, a supplemental appropriation contained $5 million 
for two discretionary programs: (a) Adult Immigrants; and (b) Adult 
Indochina Refugees. An additional $17.6 million was made available 
for adult education for Cuban and Haitian entrants. These programs 
were operated during academic year 1981-82. The $100 million figure 
does not Include these supplements. 



Age 16-44 years 
45 and over 
undetermined 



193 



I 



OFFICE OF POSTSECXMVUOf EDUCATION 



194 



ERIC 



501-1 



PELL (BASIC EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY) GRANT PROGRAM 
(CFDA No. 84.063) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislatio n: Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, Section 411, P.L. 
92-318 as "amended, (86 Stat., 247-251). (Expires September 30, 1985). 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization , Appropriation 

1980 Indefinite $2,157,000,0001/ 

1981 ■ 2,604,000,0001/ 

1982 $2,600,000,000 2,419,040,000 

1983 2,800,000,000 2,419,040,000 

1984 3,000,000,000 2,800,000,000 



Purpose : To assist qualified students to help meet their costs of under- 
graduate education at eligible Institutions of higher education. The program 
1s Intended to Improve access to postsecondary education for students demon- 
strating financial need. 

Eligibility : Eligibility for Pell Grants 1s limited to undergraduate students 
enrolled in an accredited Institution and program of postsecondary education 
who are maintaining "satisfactory progress" and attend on at least a half- 
time basis. Students must demonstrate financial need as determined by. the 
schedule of expected family contribution published annually by the Secretary 
cf Education 1n the Federal fegjfter . Students with an expected family 
contribution exceeding 11,600 (1983-84 academic year) under this schedule 
did not demonstrate need and were Ineligible for Pell grants. In academic 
year 1983-84, the maximum Pell award was $1,800 and the minimum was $200. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

The goal of the Pell Grant program 1s to provide access to higher education 
to persons who may otherwise be denied access because of financial need. 
During FY 1984 the objectives were to; 

o Establish a standard of need analysis and distribute this information to 
Institutions and students. 

o Employ an application system which does not unduly burden applicants 
with complex forms and unnecessary delays. 

o Monitor and control inaccurate or Inappropriate Information leading 
to disbursement of awards above or below the appropriate amount. 

o Maintain equitable distribution of aid and maintain access to higher 
education for students in low-Income families. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Addressing the goals and objectives of this program, the Office of Student 
Financial Assistance (OSFA) has accomplished the following during Fiscal 
Year 1984: 

o The Department established and published new regulations governing the 
analysis of need and the calculation of expected family contribution. 

o The Department prepared and distributed Pell application forms keyed to 
the new regulations so that all relevant Information could be provided 
with a minimum of difficulty. The Department conducted studies of errors 
on applications and developed a set of edit checks to Identify Items not 
likely to lead to Inaccurate calculation of awards. The processing con- 
tractor handled applications from approximately 5.5 million students 1n 
academic year 1983-84 and produced eligibility reports In an effective and 
timely manner. TJiis 1s an Increase of 6.5 percent in applications over 
academic year 19g2-83, with financially independent student applications 
increasing more/rapidly than dependent student applications. 

i o Studies of th4 application/award procedures were made to determine the 
) feasibility of Increased automation 1n the Pell system, with the goal of 
J reducing costs and processing time. 

o Low-Income students were able to attend college at enrollment rates more 




comparable to higher Income Individuals than In previous years. 

i 

C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness * 



Students Participating : Preliminary program data for the academic year 
1983-84 snowed that total applications were 5,453,557. Valid applications 
were up 5 percent over academic year 1982-83 and eligible applicants were 
3,528,467. Full data on recipients and awards are not yet available but 
for 1982-8$ there were 5,118,553 applicants with 4,685,750 valid applications, 
and 3,326,984 qualified applicants (did not exceed the limiting family 
contribution). A total of 2,600,733 students received awards amounting to 
$2,420,601,000, an average award of $931 (E.I). In academic year 1982-83, 
undergraduate enrollment was 10.8 million (E.2), so that 24 percent of all 
undergraduates received a Pell grant. 

Institutions Participating : The number of Institutions participating In the 
Pell program continued to Increase slightly. Institutions acting as the 
disbursing agent (regular disbursement system or RDS) were up from 4,981 1n 
academic year 1981-82 to 5,036 In 1982-83, and those requesting OSFA to act 
as the disbursing agent (alternate disbursement system or ADS) were up 
from 800 to 812 In this time span (E.3) JJ 

Program Effect 1 veness : Program data do not Include the effects of other 
forms of financial support (except for expected family contribution) and 
do not contain racial Information. Other sources of data must be used 

•to evaluate these factors and one such source is the annual survey of fresh- 
men of the Cooperative Institutional Research Program (CIRP). Although this 
survey covers only freshmen, It is very large (about 300,000 respondents) 
and d dlable over a long period of time. 
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C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Table 1 shows the most recent four years of data for first-time, full-time 
dependent freshmen surveyed by the Cooperative Institutional Research Program 
(CIRP). The average awards are quite comparable to those obtained from 
overall program data (1n academic year 1981-82 CIRP average * $847, program 
average - $849; 1n academic year 1982-83 CIRP average ■ $887, program average 
$931). The larger value 1n program data shows the effect of financially ■ 
Independent students who tend to receive larger Pell grants than dependent 
students. 

Of Interest 1n Table 1 1s the decline 1n the percent of cost, which repre- 
sents the portion of educational cost covered by the Pell award. In all 
Income categories, this factor has decreased, with the most noticeable changes 
occurring at the extremes of the Income range. Thus, although Pell grants 
have Increased 1n amount (this agrees with program data for all recipients), 
costs of education have Increased even more. 

Table 1 also shows that for the* total population of freshmen (last column 
of table), the decline 1n the percentage of students receiving Pell grants 
ended 1n academic year 1982-83, with a return towards the academic year 
1980-81 level. This seems to be consistent with the^appl leant Increase 
shown by the program data for academic year 1983-84, I.e. more were applying 
and presumably more were getting aid. The high recipient rate and fraction 
of cost covered 1n the lowest Income group of Table 1 suggests that the 
legislative Intent, to provide a floor of support for low-Income students, 
1s being met. 

The percent of freshmen aided 1n academic year 1982-83 was 24.1 percent which 
agrees very favorably with the previous estimate of 24 percent of all under- 
graduates receiving Pell grants. 

An Interesting fact 1n the distribution of Pell funds 1s the marked growth 
of the share taken by proprietary schools over the same four-year period. 
Table 2 shows authorization amounts and number of recipients for public, 
private, and proprietary schools. The Increase 1n the proprietary share 
1s about two-thirds 1n the period shown. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration stressed the Importance of parental and student contribu- 
tions to meeting college costs before Federal student aid 1s considered. 
Currently, a student calculates the amount of Federal aid obtainable (such 
as grants, low-cost loans and work-study funds) and then looks to parents or 
self-help for additional funds. Under the Administration's policy, the 
amount of the family contribution and self-help would be calculated first, 
before the student qualifies for any grants. 

The Department of Education 1s developing regulations for validating appli- 
cant data, based on the results of quality control studies and external 
reports. It 1s also pursuing an evaluation of electronic delivery capability 
to reduce the time to process applications and to Improve the accuracy of 
the procedure. This system would make 1t much easier to verify Pell awards. 
Both efforts — the new regulations and electronic grant awards — could 
significantly reduce fraud and abuse 1n the distribution of Pell grants. 
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Table 1 

Participation Patterns of F1rst-T1me 
Full -Time Dependent Students 1n the 
Pell Grant Program By Family Income 
Academic Years 1980-81 to 1983-84 



Family Income 



- . 




LESS 


no 000 


120.000 

f fav y www 


$30,000 $40,000 




ACADEMIC 




THAN 


THRU 


THRU 


THRU 


OR 




YEAR 




$10,000 


$19,999 


$29,999 


t^Q QQQ 


nunc 


TOTAL 


1980-81 


AWARD AVG. 


$1 ,029 


$828 


$636 


$690 


$808 


$828 




% AIDED 


67.0 


50.4 


27.7 


13.2 


5.3 


32.2 




% OF COST 


26.5 


20.2 


15.3 


16.2 


17.J 


19.7 


1981-82 


AWARD AVG. 


$1 ,016 


$848 


$703 


$763 


$864 


$847 




% AIDED 


60.0 


44.9 


24.9 


12.2 


5.2 


26.5 




% OF COST 


26.1 


20.5 


16.1 


16.5 


17.9 


20.3 


1982-^ 


AWARD AVG. 


$1 ,094 


$881 


$727 


$789 


$917 


$887 




% AIDED 


59.7 


47.1 


23.6 


10.9 


4.9 


24.1 




-TOF COST 


23.4 


18.3 


14.8 


15.5 


15.8 


17.3 


1983-84 


AWARD AVG. 


$1,148 


$990 


$812 


$848 


$937 


$969 




% AIDED 


66.0 


51.1 


27.5 


13.5 


6.6 


27.3 




% OF COST 


22.9 


19.2 


15.3 


15.4- 


14.8 


19.4 



KEY: AWARD AVG. - Average Dollars Awarded Per Recipient 
% AIDED - Number of Recipients * Total Students 
X OF COST - Award average ♦ Average Cost 



SOURCE: See E.4 below. 

Table 2 



Pell Distribution by Institutional Control 



Authorizations 
(millions of $) 


Recipients 
(thousands) 




Public 
Amt. % 


Private 
Amt. % 


Proprietary 
Amt. % 


Public 
Amt. % 


Private 
Amt. % 


Proprietary 
Amt. % 


1980- 81 

1981- 82 

1982- 83 

1983- 84 


1425 59.7 
1367 59.5 
1374 56.9 
1583 56.5 


686 28.8 
622 27.1 
642 26.6 
689 24.6 


275 
310 
400 
531 


11.5 
13.5 
16.7 
19.0 


1867 66.8 
1810 66.0 
1607 63.3 
1748 62.6 


633 22.7 
602 22.0 
552 21.7 
562 20.1 


295 10.5 
331 12.1 
380 15.0 
483 17.3 


SOURCE: 


See E.5 below. 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, "Pell 
Grant Program 1982-83 End-of-year Report", compiled by OSFA. 

2. U.S. Department of Education, Nattonal Center for Education Statistics, 
"Condition of Education", 1984 edition. 

3. Program Files, Office of Program Operations, September, 1984. 

4. Cooperative Institutional Research Programs of the Higher Education 
Research Institute - Annual Survey of Freshmen, Academic Years 1980-81, 
1981-82, 1982-83. \ 



\ 

5. Pell Grant Program, Institutional Agreement and Authorization Reports 
March 1985. J 



F. Other Supporting Data / 

Table 3 on the next page shows the distribution of academic year 1983-84 
Pell grants to freshmen by race an> sex (E.4). The difference 1n partici- 
pation rates and mean award rate* between men and women 1s not great. In 
general, the participation rates\were higher for black students than for 
non-black students, and grant size* varied across Income groups. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

The CIRP survey (E.4) provides annual data on the distribution of aid for 
Federal student aid programs for first-time, full-time dependent freshmen. 
Data for the 1984-85 academic year will be available In Spring 1985. 

/ 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Joseph A. Vlgnone, (202) 472-4300 

Program studies: Robert Bart, (202) 245-7884 



Notes 

1. Congress reapproprlated excess monies from FY 1979 and rescinded $140 
million. ED drew down $258 million from FY 1981 for use In FY 1980. 
The total amount available for awards was $2,420,146,000. 

2. Includes $150 million budget reduction. Includes a $451 million Supple- 
mental appropriation. Of this amount, ED drew down $258 million for 
FY80. The total amount available for awards was $2,309,856,000. 

3. Under the regular disbursement system, ED distributes funds to the 
school; under the alternate system, schools certify a student's eligi- 
bility and ED distributes directly to the student. 
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Tablt 3 

Participation In tht Ptll Prooran 
F1r«t-0T1«a t Full-Tlma Oaptndtnt Studants 
Fall 1983 
By Sax, Raca, and v Fa«11y Incoaw 



PARTICIPATION 



LESS 
THAN 
$10,000 



Family Incowa 

$10,000 
THRU 
$19,999 



$20,000 
THRU 
$29,-999 



$30,000 
THRU ., 
$39,999 



$40,000 
OR 

MORE 



TOTAL 




JJan 














t Participating 
Avaraga par Rod plant 


64.7 
$1,157 


50.4 
$1,002 

a 


27.4 
$ 837 


13.8 
$ 863 


6.9 
$ 969 


25.9 
$976 














% Participating 
Avaraga par Radplant 


67.0 
$1,142 


51 .8 
$ 978 


27.6 
$ 785 


13.2 
$ 830 


6.3 
$ 896 


48.7 
$ 962 


Blacks 














% Participating 
Avaraga par Radplant 


77.6 
$1,235 


68.8 
$ 1181 


47.4 
$ 1102 


26.6 
$ 1049 


20.6 
$1143 


57.8 
$1183 


Non-blackf 














% Participating 
Avaraga par Radplant 


62.2 
$1,112 


48.6 
$ 950 


26.2 
$ 776 


12.9 
$ 829 


6.2 , 
$914 


24.6 
$ 924 


All Studants 














t Participating 
Avaraga par Radplant 


66.0 
$1,148 


51.1 
$ 990 


27.5 
$ 812 


13.5 
$ 848 


6.6 
$ 937 


27.3 
$ 969 



SOURCE: Saa E.4 abova. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY GRANT PROGRAM 

(CFDA No. 84.007) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, Part A, Subpart 2; 
public Law 89-329 as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1070b) (Expires September 30, 
1985). 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1 980 $200 ,000 ,000 \j $370 ,000 ,000 

1981 , 200,000,000 V 370,000,000 

1982 370,000,000 J/ 355,400,000 

1983 370,000,000 4/ 355,400,000 

1984 370,000,000 2/ 375,000,000 

Purpose: To enable needy undergraduate students to meet educational expenses, 
which exceed the amount of their Pell grant plus family, Institutional and self 
support. Of the two types of SEOG grants, Initial year (1y) grants are 
for students who did not previously receive an SEOG, while continuing grants 
(cy) are for students who did receive an SEOG grant before. Funding for 
Initial year grants 1s allocated separately from continuing year grants, but 
Institutions have the option of transferring funds between the two. 

Funding: Appropriated SEOG funds are allocated to States which 1n turn allo- 
cate fun ds to Institutions. The Institutions then distribute grants to 
students, each institution having the option of Interchanging up to 10 percent 
of Its funds 1n the SEOG program with the Work-Study program. 

.All states are automatically eligible to participate 1n the SEOG program. 
ED allocates 90 percent of the funds to them based on each State s full-time- 
equivalent (FTE) enrollment relative to the total number of students In all 
States, and the remaining 10 percent under regulations established by the 
Secretary. However, since 1982, Congress has provided for an allocation 
based on the 1981 distribution of SEOG funds. 

Institution al Eligibility : Institutions of higher education are eligible to 
apply for participation In the SEOG program. States allocate funds to them 
based on a "conditional guarantee" plus Increases based on the fair share 
of total State and total national apportionments. No Institution may receive 
less than its 1979 allocation. 

Student Eligibility : Students 1n participating Institutions of higher educa- 
tlon are eligible to receive an SEOG 1f they are enrolled at least half-time, 
are maintaining satisfactory progress as determined by the Institution, meet 
dtlzen/resldent requirements, do not owe a refund on a Title IV grant, and 
are not 1n default on a Title IV loan. Institutions allocate grants to 
students on the basis of financial need, subject to the availability of 
funds. The maximum SEOG grant 1s $2,000 and the minimum 1s $200. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal objectives for this program were 
to: 

o Encourage Institutional participation 1n the SEOG program to Increase the 
number of students having access to this form of aid. 

o Establish and disseminate standard needs analysis criteria and approve 
equivalent Institutional analysis formulas so that all students would 
have equal opportunity to participate. 

8. Progress and Accomplishments 

i 

o The SEOG program has had a net Increase of approximately 125 participating 
Institutions a year (mostly proprietary) since 1978. In academic year 
1983-84, approximately 4,200 Institution)! will share 1n the allocation 
distributed by the Department of Education. 

o The Departnent published tables of expected family contribution and limits 



for approved Institutional needs analysis 
Regulations. / 

C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness 



systems in the Code of Federal 



Program Scope : The program staff reported that 1n academic year 1982-83 
635,691 students received grants, a drop from 658,893 1n 1981-82. In academic 
year 1982-83 the average grant award amount was $539, down slightly from 
$549 1n 1981-82 (E.I, E.2). Data on f1rst-t1me, full-time freshmen partici- 
pant s/Jn SEOG 1s shown 1n Table 1, covering the academic years from 1980-81 
to 1983-84. Between academic years 1981-82 and 1982-83, participation declined 
(6v60% to 5.87%) but average awards Increased $687 to $772. However, only 
full-time freshman are shown in Table 1 while program data Include all 
classes and half-time students. 

In academic years 1983-84, , the SEOG participation rate among f1rst-t1me, 
full-time dependent freshmen rose to 7.2 percent. Program data, when avail- 
able, may show a slight growth 1n( participating students from academic year 
1982-83 to 1983-84. 

Program Effectiveness : The equitable distribution of SEOG funds can be 
assessed by determining how 1t varies with measures of ability to pay. 
These may be Individually oriented, e.g., family Income for students, or 
group oriented, e.g., median Income or average need within a State. Ideal- 
ly, funds distributed should reflect ability to pay and cost of education. 

Although originally targeted at only the neediest students, the SEOG pro- 
gram now applies to all students with any demonstrated financial need. 
Fiscal operations reports from Institutions show how grant recipients vary 
i>y Income level. Although this program report, Table 2, uses different 
Income ranges than Table 1, 1t shows that both recipients and funds vary 
fairly uniformly even across the three lowest Income categories. 
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Table 1 

Participation Patterns of First-Time 
Full -Time Dependent Students In SEOG 
By Family Income, Academic Years 1980-81 to 1983-84 

Family Income 



LESS $10,000 $20,000 $30,000 $40,000 
ACADEMIC THAN THRU THRU THRU OR 

YEAR $10.000 $19.999 S29.999 $39.999 MORE TOTAL 



1980-81 


AWARD AVG. 
% AIDED 
% OF COST 


$699 
19.8 
18.0 


$648 
14.3 
15.8 


$632 
6.8 

15.2 


$667 
2.7 
15.6 


$818 
1.0 
17.5 


$664 
8.7 
15.8 


1981-82 


AWARD AVG. 
% AIDED 
% OF COST 


$730 
15.5 
17.2 


$669 
11.2 
14.4 


$ b 

13.2 


$714 
2.8 
13.8 


$781 
1.1 
15.7 


$687 
6.6 
14.8 


1982-83 


AWARD AVG. 
% AIDED 
X OF COST 


$768 
15.1 
16.4 


$709 
11.0 
14.7 


$673 
5.7 
13.7 


$729 
3.0 
14.4 


$816 
1.1 
14.1 


$772 
5.9 
14.1 


1983-84 


AWARD AVG. 
% AIDED 
% OF COST 


$793 
17.6 
15.8 


$757 
13.1 
14.7 


$725 
7.4 
13.7 


$780 
3.8 
14.2 


$894 
1.6 
14.1 


$>69 
7.2 
13.4 



kEY: AdAftb AVG. - Average Dollars Awarded \Per Recipient 
% AIDED - Number of Recipients: Total Students 
% OF COST ■ (Award Average: Average Cost) 



SOURCE: See E.3. below. 

\ Table 2 

Distribution of SEOG Recipients and 
Funds by Family Income 
1982-83 Award Year 

FAMILY INCOME 



Under- $ 6,000- $12,000- $18,000- $24,000- $30,000 Independents!/ 
$6,000 11,999 17,999 23,999 29,999 & up and at least 
Participation 1/2 timc 



Percent SEOG 






11.05 8.75 8.74 


32.93 


Recipients 12.12 


13.15 


13.16 


Percent > 






12.38 9.88 10.22 


29.91 


SEOG funds 10.96 


12.74 


13.90 



a/ Independent students are usually in the lowest income group. 



SOURCE: See E. 2 below 
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I 

Table 3 

Participation In tht SEOG Program 
for F1rst-T1me, Full -Tint Dtptndtnt Students 
Fall 1983 

, By Sex, Race, and Family Income 

Family Incomt 



PARTICIPATION 

\ — : 


LESS 
THAN 
$10,000 


$10,000 
THRU 
$19,999 


$20,000 
THRU 
$29,999 


$30,000 
THRU 
$39,000 


$40,000 
OR 
MORE 


TOTAL 


Men \ 
















X Participating 
Average per Recipient 


$ 


17.6 
800 


12.9 
$ 772 


6.9; 

$ 731 


3.9 
$ 773 


1.7 
$ 891 


6.8 

$ 777 


Woman 
















X Participating 
Average per Recipient 


$ 


17.7 
788 


13.2 
$ 743 


7.9 
$ 719 


3.7 
$ 789 


1.5 
$ 898 


7.6 
$ 761 


Blacks 
















X Participating 
Average per Recipient 


$ 


24.1 : 
857 


21.9 
$ 870 


12.5 
$ 857 


8.5 
$ 924 


5.2 
$ 902 


17.6 
$ 867 


Non-blacks 
















t Participating 
Average per Recipient 


$ 


15.4 
755 


11.8 
$ 726 


7.0 
$ 709 


3.6 
$ 765 


1.5 
$ 889 


6.3 
$ 743 


All Students 

% Participating 
Average per* Recipient 


$ 


17.6 
793 


13.1 
$ 757 


7.4 

$ 725 


3.8 v 
$ 780 \ 


1.6 
$ 894 


7.2 
$ 769 



SOURCE: See E.3 above. 
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Program Effectiveness - (Continued) 

Although the average grant size has risen, 1t 1s not keeping pace with In- 
creases 1n education costs. The fraction of cost covered by SE06 from 
academic year 1980-81 to 1983-84 1s declining across all Income groups 1n 
Table 1. Also, the SEOG contribution supplies about 20 percent of cost at 
low cost school si and 10 percent at high cost schools. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration proposed to terminate the SEOG program as part of a new 
self-help approach which would also have Included an Increase 1n Pell Grants 
for the neediest students. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses 

1. 1982-83 Campus-Based Programs, unpublished tables from Campus-Based 
Analysis Section, Office of Student Financial Assistance, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education, Fall 1983. 

2. 1982-83 Campus-Based Programs Annual Report, U.S^M)epartment of Education, 
Office of Student Financial Assistance, Campjos-Based Ar.alysls Section, 
December 1982. / 

3. Cooperative Institutional Research Program - Annual Survey of Freshmen 
1980-81, 1981-82, 1982-83, 1983-84. Secondary data analysis by PES, 
Student and Institutional Aid Division. 

^ Other Supporting Data : 

\fhe 1983-84 distribution of SEOG to students of different race and sex Is 
4hown 1n Table 3. Black participation rates are higher, especially at upper 
Income levels, than the non-black rate. Average awards are generally higher 
al^so. There 1s little difference 1n participation rates and average grant 
^Hzes between men and women, however. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

The CIRP survey referred to 1n E.3 above provides annual data on the distri- 
bution of Federal student aid for f1rst-t1me, full-time dependent freshman 
students. Data for the 1984-1985 academic year will be available during 
Spring 1985. 

Contact for Further Information 

Program Operations: James Kesler, (202) 245-9720 

Program Studies: Robert Bart, (202) 245-7884 

Notes 

1. Initial year ajthorlzatlon only, no continuing allocation authorized 1n FY 
1980 and FY 1981. 

2. Public Law, 92-35, Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981. 

' '.) 
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STATE STUDENT INCENTIVE GRANTS 
(CFDA No. 84.069) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Section 41 5A P.L. 92-318 
as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1070c). (Expires September 30, 1985). 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year ' Authorization Appropriation 



1980 $ 50,000,000 1/ $76,750,000 

1981 100,000,000 76,750,000 

1982 76,800,000 73,680,000 

1983 76,800,000 60,000,000 

1984 76,800,000 76,000,000 



Purpose : To help States develop and expand grant assistance to students 
1n attendance at Institutions of postsecondary education. 

Eligibility: All States are eligible to receive Federal formula grants, 
which must 1>e matched with at least equal funds from State resources. SSIG 
agencies encourage each State to develop additional sources of grant 
assistance to needy students 1n postsecondary education. States may 
then overmatch SSIG allotments but grants to students cannot exceed $2,000. 
In 30 states, Federal SSIG funds are overmatched by at least three to one. 
In the remaining 22, SSIG plus the State match accounts for 40 percent or 
more of all State grant assistance. 

To be eligible for one of these grants, undergraduate students must be 
attending public, private non-profit, and (at State option) proprietary 
schools, must meet citizen/resident requirements, and must have no out- 
standing Title IV default or refund payment due. At State option, graduate 
and 1ess-than-ha1f-t1me students may also be eligible. All nonprofit 
Institutions are eligible to participate, except where excluded by the 
State constitution or by a State law enacted prior to October 1978. 

Administrative Agencies : Under Section 1203 of the Higher Education Act 
each State designates an agency responsible for these funds. It may be 
part of the State government, an Education Department or division dealing 
with higher education, the organization managing other State grant or loan 
programs, or a designated corporation acting for the State. The agency 
receives; Federal SSIG funds, matches them dollar for dollar with State 
funds, and distributes them to eligible students 1n the State student aid 
program. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

Continuing objectives of this program In FY 1984 were to: 

o Deliver student aid dollars to qualified recipients and maintain level of 
state allotments. 

o Encourage States to Increase support of needy students. 

o Insure the existence of State agencies concerned with the distribution of 
grant aid to needy students and encourage private sector Involvement to 
provide additional sources of funds. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Federal SSI6 allotment has been Increased from $60 million In 1983 to 
$76 million In 1984. With the exception of Puerto Rico, Individual 1984 
state allotments exceeded the 1983 level. 

o Total State grant support, Including overmatching of SSIG funds, Increased 
to $1,082,912,832 In 1983-84, of which the SSIG allotment represents 5.6 
percent. In 12 states which did not have grant programs before SSIG, 
state funds now provide more than a 50-50 match of the Federal allotment. 
All states now participate In SSIG. 

o SSIG staff have explored the establishment of Student Assistance Service 
Centers to Improve the delivery of aid to students In small Institutions. 
Cooperative programs with private Industries have been developed.*/ ^ 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Stucent Partic ipation : In program year 1983-84, Federal funds of $60 million 
matched du-du for a total of $120 million were distributed to approximately 
240,000 recipients, with awards averaging $500. Over $1 billion In grants 
were distributed by states In addition to their match of the Federal SSIG. 
The average award for all State grants to first-time, full-time freshmen In 
the 1983-84 academic years was $789 and 17 percent of these students received 
State grants. (E.I) 

Program Scope : In the 1982-83 academic year, public 4-year Institutions 
received 43 percent of Federal SSIG funds and accounted for 52 percent of al 1 
recipients. Private 4-year institutions received 37 percent of Federal 
SSIG funds but had only 24 percent of all recipients. Two-year and proprietary 
Institutions accounted for the remaining 20 percent of funds and 24 percent 
of recipients. Oata for the 1983-84 academic year have been delayed by a 
change In the method of reporting. (E.2) 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Distribution of Aid : SSIG data through the 1982-83 program year Indicates 
that the average SSIG award has been declining steadily since 1979-80. How- 
ever, the Increasing State overmatches to the Federal contribution suggest 
that total State grant awards may be rising . Data on f1rst-t1me, full-time 
freshmen shown 1n Table 1 verify that average State grant awards Increased 
from $708 (1980-81) to $789 (1983-84). SSIG data also suggest a redistri- 
bution of awards to recipients with differing family Incomes. From 1980-81 
to 1982-83, SSIG recipients below $6,000 Increased from 36.24 percent to 40.86 
percent of the total, and those with Incomes above $15,000 remained fairly 
stable at 30.9 percent and 30.5 percent. Recipients between $6,000 and 
$15,000 declined from 32.79 percent to 28.61 percent of the total. Program 
data also show a shift 1n the distribution of Federal funds to students with 
differing Incomes. (E.3, E.4) 

. 

Table 1 also shows the historical pattern of State grant support for first- 
time, full-time freshmen. It Indicates that grant sizes were Increasing 
more slowly than educational costs through academic year 1982-83, 1n that 
the ratio of award to cost (third row of each year entry) declined from 
academic year 1980-81 to 1982-83. There was a slight Increase 1n the total 
ratio for academic year 1983-84. 

Table 1 

Participation Patterns of F1rst-T1me 
Full -Time Dependent Students 1n State Grant Programs 
By Family Income, Fall 1980 to 1983 

Family Income 







LESS 


$10,000 


$20,000 


$30,000 


$40,000 


I 


ACADEMIC 




THAN 


THRU 


THRU 


THRU 


OR 


i 


YEAR 


$10,000 


$19,999 


$29,999 


$39,999 


MORE 


TOTAL 

c 


1980-81 


AKARD AVG. 


772 


686 


671 


726 


766 


708 




X AIDED 


27.7 


25.3 


17.2 


10.1 


5.5 


17.4 




* OF COST 


19.9 


16.7 


16.2 


17.0 


16.4 


16.8 


1981-82 


AWARD AVG. 


802 


687 


690 


765 


779 


726 




X AIDED 


24.6 


22.9 


15.9 


10.2 


5.7 


15.1 




% OF COST 


18.5 


15.0 


14.7 


16.0 


16.3 


15.8 


1982-83 


AWARD AVG. 


789 


704 


678 


735 


725 


718 ' 




X AIDED 


28.2 


25.2 


17.7 


10.7 


5.9 


15.6 




X OF COST 


16.8 


14.6 


13.8 


14.5 


12.5 


14.0 


1983-84 


AWARD AVG. 


834 


780 


736 


821 


831 


789 




X AIDED 


29.2 


27.3 


19.3 


11.9 


7.2 


17.0 




X OF COST 


16.6 


15.1 


13.9 


15.0 


13.1 


14.1 



KEY : AWARD AVG. - Average Dollars Awarded Per Recipient 



X AIDED * Number of Recipients; ; Total Students 
X OF COST - (Award Average: Avtfrage Cost) 

SOURCE: See E.l below 
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0. Plans 'or Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Department proposes to withdraw funding for this program. Federal 
funds appear unnecessary as a stimulant to States to provide State-based 
aid because State expenditures for grant aid have continued to expand even 
as Federal funding has dropped or remained level 1n recent years. Also, 
about half the States considerably overmatch the Federal allotment. The 
other States have been sustained through a development period and will 
now be more able to provide both halves of their student assistance out- 
lays. 

9 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Section C Above 

1. Cooperative Institutional Research Programs of the Higher Education 
Research Institute - Annual Survey of Freshmen 1980-81 through 1983- 
84, unpublished tables derived by Planning and. Evaluation Service of 
the Department of Education, 1984. 

2. State Student Incentive Grant (SSIG) Data Summary Reports, SSIG Pro- 
gram files, Division of Policy and Program Development, Office of 
Student Financial Assistance, Office of Postsecondary Education, 
Department of Education, 1984. 

3. Data Trends, Fiscal Years 1978-83 — State Student Incentive Grant 
Program » May 1984. 



F, Other Supporting Data 

Table 2 portrays the distribution of State grants to freshmen by race, 
sex, and family Income for the fall of 1983. It Indicates that women 
have slightly higher participation rates and lower average awards 1n all 
but the highest Lxome group. 

Overall black participation 1n State Grant programs 1s higher than 
non-black participation, and the average awards 1n the two groups are 
significantly different: $996 for blacks and $767 for non-black students. 
At the h1gh-1ncome level, black students participate at a greater rate 
than non-black students while at lower-income levels non-blacks partici- 
pate at a greater rate than blacks. 



i 
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Tabla 2 

Participation In Statt Grant**/ 
for Flrst-TlM, Full-Tint* Oapandtnt Studants 
Fall 1983 
By Sax, Raca, and Faally IncoM 



Faatlly Incowa 



» 

PARTICIPATION 


LESS 
THAN 
$10,000 


$10,000 
THRU 
$19,999 


$20,000 
THRU 
$29,999 


$30,000 
'THRU 
$39,999 


$40,000 
OR 
MORE 


TOTAL 


Man ' 

% Participating 
Avaraga par Raclplant 


29.9 
$ 837 


27.0 
$ 786 


18.7 
$ 743 


11.2 
$ 851 


7.3 
$ 835 


16.3 
$ 798 


Wpjaan 














% Participating 
Avaraga par Raclplant 


28.7 
$ 830 


1.7 
$ 775 


19.9 
$ 730 


12.6 
$ 792 


7.2 
$ 826 


17.8 
$ 781 


Blacks 














% Participating 
Avaraga par Raclplant 


23.3 
$1,014 


23.3 
$ 914 


17.4 
$ 993 


13.6 
$ 1058 


11.5 
$1284 


19.9 
$ 996 


Non-Blacks 














% Participating 
Avaraga par Raclplant 


31.3 
$ 786 


27.9 
$ 763 


19.4 
$ 721 


11.8 
$ 806 


7.1 
$ 806 


16.8 
$ 767 


All Studtnts 














% Participating 
Avaraga par Raclplant 


29.2 
$ 834 


27.3 
$ 780 


19.3 
$ 736 


11.9 
$ 821 


7.2 
$ 831 


17.0 
$ 789 



Sourct: ShE.1 above 
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III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 



No studies of the SSIG program are In progress. 



Contacts for Further Information 



Program operations: Lanora G. Sml^th, (202) 472-4265 
Program studies: Robert Bart, (20^) 245-7884 



Notes 



1. Plus such sums as may be needed for continuation students. Beginning 
In FY 1981, the statute combined Initial and continuation grants 
under a single authorization. 

2. For example, State agencies have developed additional funding sources 
by establishing cooperative programs with private Industry, and they 
have Implemented work-study programs outside Institutions. 

3. State grants Include Federal SSIG allotments plus required State 
matching and — In many cases •— an overmatch from State funds. 
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GUARANTEED STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM 
(CFDA No. 84.032) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV-B, P.L. 89-329 as amended, 
(20 U.5.C. 1071). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Loan Volume! / Obligations! / Appropriation 



1980 $4,840,000,000 $1,597,877,000 $1,609,344,000 

1981 7,824,000,000 2,721,115,000 2,535,470,000 

1982 6,238,000,000 3,297,776,000 3,073,846,000 

1983 6,928,000,000 2,942,072,000 3,100,500,000 

1984 7,926,000,000 3,478,000,000 2,256,500,000 



Purpose : The Guaranteed Student Loan Program (GSLP) authorizes low-Interest 
loans to students to help pay students' costs of attending eligible post- 
secondary Institutions, Including colleges, universities and vocational, 
technical, business and trade schools and certain foreign institutions. 
Its purpose 1s to facilitate students' access to post secondary education and 
to enhance their choices among a broader range of Institutions. 

Parent Loans for Undergraduate Students (PLUS) and Auxiliary Loans serve the 
same general purpose as GSLP. PLUS/Aux1Hary makes loans to parents of 
dependent undergraduates, and to graduate and Independent undergraduate 
students. PLUS/Aux1l1ary loans are less subsidized than regular GSLP loans 
and repayment begins within 60 days of the loan disbursement. 

El Iglblllty : The GSLP program varies from State to State. Generally, all 
U.S. citizens, nationals, or permanent residents 1n the United States for 
other than a temporary purpose, may apply 1f t^hey are enrolled or accepted 
for enrollment on at least a half-time basis as undergraduate, graduate, 
professional or vocational students at a participating postsecondary school. 
A student who 1s presently enrolled at a participating Institution must be 
maintaining satisfactory progress. Also, the student must not owe a refund 
on any Title IV grant or be 1n default on any Title IV loans. If the stu- 
dent's or the 'family's adjusted gross Income 1s $30,000 or more, the student/ 
family must undergo a "need test" to determine eligibility for Federal payment 
of Interest on the student's behalf while the student 1s In school. / 

PLUS/Aux1l1ary: \ Parents and eligible students are generally can obtain loans 
on the same basis as those borrowing under regular GSLP provisions. An 
Important exception 1s that there 1s no need test on Income, although lenders 
may restrict loans or loan amounts based on the borrower's creditworthiness. 



/ 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal operating objectives for this 
program were: 

o to Implement recent legislative amendments which authorized the Secretary 
to police the amount of tax-exempt obligations Issued for student loan 
purposes. 

o to accelerate collections on defaulted loans, especially by private 
collection agencies under contract with the Secretary. 

o to accelerate compliance actions Involving fraud, waste, and abuse; and 
accelerate the prosecution of defaulters through the Justice Department. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o ED Implemented all new statutory provisions and reduced tax-exempt bond 
volume raised for student loan purposes. 

o It Increased the collection activities of private agencies 1n FY 1984. 

o It resolved all outstanding audits during FY 1984 and sent defaulted 
accounts meeting certain criteria to the Department of Justice for 
prosecution. 

C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness 

Student Participation : ED estimates that about 28 percent of all eligible 
students participate 1n the Guaranteed Student Loan Program. For full-time 
freshmen undergraduates for the fall of 1983, the participation rate was 
23.4 percent. (See Table 2 for more detail.) Participation rates and aver- 
age loan amounts are sensitive primarily to the cost of education. For the 
lowest cost category (less than $3,000), the average participation rate In 
1983 was 17.5 percent. For the highest cost category (more than $6,000), 
44.2 percent of all students borrowed under this program. Although a smaller 
percentage of students 1n the lowest-cost schools participated, student 
loans paid for a larger percentage of their total costs. For example, 
1n FY 1983, loans covered 4H.5 percent of total cost 1n the least expensive 
category of Institution, but paid for only 23.7 percent of total cost 1n the 
highest cost category. However, the average loan at the highest cost schools 
was about 50 percent larger than 1n the lowest cost schools. Because of 
the annual borrowing limit, ($2,500) students attending progressively more 
expensive Institutions find that guaranteed loans will meet a smaller 
percentage of their total costs. (E.l) Data on the PLUS/Aux1l1ary program 
are not yet available. 
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Program Scope : For 6SLP: ED estimates that total FY 1984 loan volume 
amounted to about $7.6 billion, compared with $6.7 billion 1n FY 1983. In 
FY 1984, 3.3 million students received loans compared to 2.9 million the 
year before. 

For PLUS/Aux1l1ary: ED estimates that FY 19tf4 PLUS/Aux1l1ary Loans amounted 
to $369 million, while 1n FY 1983 this component of the program was $257 
million. 141,000 persons participated 1n the PLUS/Aux111ary program 1n 
FY 1984, compared with 100,000 1n FY 1983. 

For both program components, we estimate that cumulative outstanding loan 
volume amounted to $33,000 billion 1n FY 1984 and $27,500 billion 1n FY 1983. 

Table 1 displays these data for 1981-82 to 1983-84. 



Table 1 

Summary of Loan Volume (1n millions) 
and Numbers of Recipients (1n thousands) 
Academic Years 1981-82, 1982-83, and 1983-84 

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 

Regular Loans 

Loan volume $6,135 $6,671 $7,557 

Recipients 2,746 2,939 3,285 

Average Loan $2,234 $2,269 $2,360 

PLUS/Aux111ary Loans 

Loan volume $ 103 $ 257 $ 369 

Recipients 42 100 141 

Average Loan $2,470 $2,571 $2,625 

Total 

Loan volume $6,238 $6,928 $7,926 

Recipients 2,788 3,039 3,426 

Average loan $2,238 $2,279 $2,314 

Total Cumulative 
Outstanding 

Loan Volume $22,700 $27,500 $33,000 



SOURCE: See E.2 below 
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Program Effectiveness : During recent years, the Department has applied a 
need test to loan applicants from families with adjusted gross Incomes of 
$30,000 and above. Table 2 shows that the need test tends to have the 
effect of lessening the number of applicants eligible for a loan and 
decreasing the average amount of loan awarded to those who are eligible. 
Students 1n the $30,000-$39,999 category actually Increased their rate of 
participation from 24.8 percent 1n FY 1980 to 25.3 percent 1n FY 1983. 
However, the participation rate for borrowers 1n the $40,000+ Income group 
had reached a peak of 25.6 percent 1n FY 1981 but fell to 13.0 percent 1n 
FY 1983. A comparison of these two Income groups shows that the FY 1982 
need test did not generally 11m1t borrowing by those 1n the $30,000-$39,999 
category. However, only about one half of students from families 1n the 
$40,000+ Income bracket were eligible to borrow after Imposition of the 
need test. 

Those still able to borrow could not generally borrow as much as before. 
For example, those 1n the $30,000-$39,999 Income group had borrowed an 
average of $2,048 1n FY 1981 but on average took a loan of only $1,817 1n 
1983, a decrease of 12.7 percent over the two-year period. Those 1n the 
$40,000+ category had an average loan of $2,161 1n FY 1981 but only $1,846 
1n FY 1983, a decrease of 17.1 percent. The effect of the need test, 
therefore, was to lower participation rates and average loan amounts for 
those borrowers who were subject to 1t. 

There 1s currently no need test for borrowers with family Incomes of less 
than $30,000. Data 1n Table 2 show that participation rates for this group 
increased rapidly from FY 1980 to FY 1983. For example, of those 1n the lowest 
Income category (less than $10,000) 13.9 percent borrowed 1n FY 1980 and 25.4 
percent borrowed 1n FY 1983. Corresponding rates for the $10,000 thru $19,999 
category were 20.6 percent and 27.8 percent, respectively; and for the $20,000 
thru $29,999 category, 24.8 percent and 29.3 percent. 

Guaranteed student loans also covered a smaller percentage of the total cost 
of education 1n FY 1983 than 1n earlier years. For the lowest Income students 
(below $10,000), the average loan amount was about the same percentage of total 
cost 1n FY 1983 as 1n FY 1980. To maintain this loan/cost ratio, however, 
these students Increased their borrowing by about 29 percent over the three- 
year period. For all other Income groups, the percentage of costs covered 
by guaranteed loans decreased between 3 and 14 percentage points. For all 
borrowers, guaranteed loans comprised 40.1 percent of total cost 1n FY 1980 
but only 31.7 percent 1n FY 1983. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Department continued to Increase Its efforts to collect on outstanding 
defaults and to reduce the Incidence of default 1n FY 1984. The Department 
plans to continue 1n FY 1985: 

o Obtaining statutory amendments relating to debt collection. 

o Expanding collection activities through referral of additional defaulted 
accounts to private collection agencies. 

o Sharing Information on defaulted accounts with consumer credit bureaus, 
o Conducting computer matches to locate defaulters. 
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Table 2 

Participation Patterns of First-Time 
Full -Time Dependent Students of Differing 
Income Levels In 6SL 
Academic Years 1980-81 to 1983-84 



Family Income 



ACADEMIC 
YEAR 




LESS 
THAN 
$10,000 


$10,000 
THRU 
$19,999 


$20,000 

THRU 
$29,999 


$30,000 

THRU 
$39,999 


$40,000 
OR 

MORE 


TOTAL 


1980-81 


AWARD AVG. 
% AIDED 
% OF COST 


$1 ,268 
13.9 
32.6 


$1 .491 
20.6 
36.3 


$1 ,698 
24.8 
40.9 


$1 ,830 
24.8 
42.9 


$2,023 
20.0 
43.2 


$1 ,689 
21.5 
40.1 


1981-82 


AWARD AVG. 
% AIDED 
% OF COST 


$1 ,557 
18.5 
34.9 


$1,719 
25.4 
38.1 


$1 .927 
30.4 
42.8 


$2,048 
30.7 
44.5 


$2,161 
25.6 
42.4 


$1 ,930 
27.0 
41.5 


1982-83 


AWARD AVG. 
% AIDED 
% OF COST 


$1 ,636 
24.0 
34.9 


$1,704 
27.6 
35.4 


$1 ,833 
27.6 
37.4 


$1 ,782 
23.5 
35.1 


$1 ,830 
11.8 
31 .6 


$1 .771 
22.4 
34.5 


1983-84 


AWARD AVG. 
% AIDED 
% OF COST 


$1 ,631 
25.4 
32.5 


$1 .740 
27.8 
33.7 


$1 ,841 
29.3 
34.8 


$1,817 
25.3 
33.0 


$1 ,846 
13.0 
29.1 


$1 .791 
2J.4 
31.7 



KEY: AWARD AVG. » Average Dollars Awarded Per Recipient 
% AIDED • Number of Recipients ♦ Total Students 
% OF COST - Award average * Average Cost 



SOURCE: See E.l above. 
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Table 3 

Participation 1n the GSL Program for 
F1rst-T1me, Ful1-T1me Dependent Fall 1983 Students 
By Sex, Race, and Family Income ' 



Family Income 



ft* «4 4 #* 4 n*+ 4 

r a r u i c l pat i on 


1 FQ^ 

THAN 
tin nnn 


$10,000 
THRU 
$19,999 


ton nfifi 

THRU 
too ooo 


tin nnn 
THRU 

too OOO 


tin nnn 

OR 
nUKb 


IQTAL 


Mm 
















> participating 
Average Per Recipient 


OGL 7 

CO mi 

$1 .647 


28.0 
$1 .721 




CO.D 

$1 ,838 


OA £ 

$1 ,817 


1 0.0 

$1,844 


oo ^ 

$1 ,790 


pfOfnen 
















% participating 
Average Per Recipient 


Z4.4 
$1 ,618 


27.6 
$1 ,757 




on o 
JQ.Z 

$1 ,844 


oa n 

$1 .817 


1 O 7 

$1,847 


OO 7 

Z3.7 
$1 .791 


Black 
















% Participating 
Average Per Recipient 


20.3 
$1 ,465 


24.5 
$1 ,520 




25.6 
$1 .729 


25.6 
$1 ,818 


21 .0 
$1 ,696 


23.2 
$1,600 


Non-bl acks 
















% Participating 
Average Per Recipient 


27.2 
$1 ,672 


28.3 
$1 ,768 




29.6 
$ \M7 


25.3 
$1 ,81 7 


12.8 
$1 ,853 


23.4 
$1 ,807 


All Students 
















% Participating 
Average Per Recipient 


25.4 
$1 ,631 


27.8 
$1,740 




29.3 
$1 ,841 


25.3 
$1 ,81 7 


13.0 
$1,846 


23.4 
$1 ,791 



SOURCE: See E.I above. , 
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0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
(Continued) 

o Increasing litigation 1n Instances of fraud and abuse Involving both 
lenders and Individual defaulters. 

o Monitoring the total collections effort more closely. 

o Drafting updated and strengthened program regulations. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. The Cooperative Institutional Research Program (CIRP), University of 
California at Los Angeles, California, 1983. 

2. Program files - Office of Postsecondary Educatlori, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1980-84. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None 

III. Response to GEPA 417(b) 
Studies In progress are: 

o The CIRP survey referred to In Section II E.l above orovldes annual data 
n distribution of aid from Federal student aid programs for first-time, 
ull-tlme freshmen. Data for the 1984-85 academic year will be available 
In Spring of 1985. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: David Bayer, (202) 245-2475 

Program studies: Dan Morrlssey, (202) 245-8281 

Notes 

1. All voluir.9 figures represent commitments rather than disbursements. 

2. Represents total obligations Incurred. Amounts have not been adjusted 
to reflect program receipts (collections on defaulted loans, Insurance 
premiums, etc.) 
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DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM 
(CFOA No. 84.038) 



I. P ROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, Part E. Public : Law 
89-325 as a mended. (20 U.S.C. 1087aa-108711.) (Expires September 30, 1985). 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

I960 $400,000,000 $300,800,000 

1981 400,000,000 200,800,000 

1982 286,000,000 193,360,000 

1983 475,000,000 193,360,000 

1984 180,860,000 180,860,000 

Purpose: To help Institutions make low-Interest loans to financially needy 
stuoents to help pay their cost of attending postsecondary education Institu- 
tions. The Direct Loan program 1s the loan component of the campus-based 
programs," Which are directly administered by financial aid officers at 
postsecondary Institutions. Direct Loans provide the financial aid officer 
flexibility 1n packaging student aid awards that can best meet individual 
student needs. 

Eligibility: Accredited postsecondary Institutions meeting eligibility re- 
quirements m ay participate. ED establishes an Institutional revolving fund 
financed from repayment of previous loans and from annual Federal capital 
Contribution appropriated by Congress. ED allocates appropriated funds to 
the States according to statutory formula, and then allocates them to insti- 
tutions according to both statutory requirements and program regulations. 

If the Direct Loan Program (DL) appropriation exceeds the FY 1981 appropriation 
of $186 million, the State allotment formula uses the ratio of full-time 
enrollees 1n Institutions of higher education within the State to the total 
number of such persons enrolled 1n all the States. If necessary, ED apportions 
additional funds to a Stat'3 to make Its amount equal to that for FY 197Z. 

Students are eligible for a loan 1f (1) they are enrolled on at least a half- 
time basis and are making satisfactory academic progress as determined by 
the institutions or (2) they have been accepted for enrollment for at least 
half time at an eligible Institution, and are United States citizens or are 
1n the U.S. for other than a temporary purpose and Intend to become permanent 
residents. Direct Loan applicants must demonstrate financial need as deter- 
mined by one of the approved need analysis systems. 
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II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 



A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this program were: 

o To collect more defaulted loans not being pursued by the Institutions. 

o To encourage Institutions to collect past loans more effectively and thus 
make more loan funds available to students. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Institutions turned over to the Department of Education more defaulted 
loans for collection. Turning over such loans to the Department has 
resulted 1n more effective collection of them: In FY 1983, commercial 
agencies under contract to ED collected $20.0 million 1n defaulted loans, 
an Increase of 77 percent over the FY 1982 figure of $11.3 million. 

o The Department strengthened "due diligence" requirements which colleges 
must meet 1n carrying out their collection activities. 




C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness 
Program Scope 

In FY 1983, DL volume totaled $595 million: there were approximately 674,000 
borrowers. States allotted 49 percent of the FY 1984 Federal Capital Contri- 
bution to private colleges and universities although they enroll only about 
22 percent of all students. Private universities and four-year Institutions 
received 47 percent ($55.3 million) while private two-year college* received 
2 percent ($2.2 million). Public universities and four-year Institutions 
received 35 percent ($41.1 million) and public 2-year colleges, 2 \ percent 
($3.0 million). Borrowers attending Proprietary schools received about 14 
percent of DL capital contribution (see E.I. below). 

Student Participation 

During FY 1983, afcitit percent of all f1rst-t1me, full-time freshmen partici- 
pated 1n the DL procram compared to about 10 percent 1n FY 1980. These rates 
vary primarily 1n relation to family Income; they are less, correlated with 
educational cost (see Table 1). In FY 1983, for example, participation 
rates were highest (11 „5 percent) for those 1n the lowest Income category 
(less tUn $10,000) and lowest (2.5 percent) for those 1n the highest Income 
group (£40,000 or more). This pattern has been consistent for many years. 

The DL participants borrowed an average of $1,158 during the most recent 
year. The average direct loan appears to be less strongly related to family 
Income and slightly more correlated with educational cost. In FY 1983, for 
example, participants with family incomes of $30,000 to $39,999 had an 
average loan of $1,260 whereas those from the lowest Income families (less 
than $10,000) had an average loan of $1027. 
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Program Effectiveness 

One measure of program effectiveness 1s the extent to which direct loans 
meet total college costs during the most recent period compared with previous 
periods. 

Student aid awards have covered a smaller percentage of total cost during 
recent years, principally because of rapidly rising tuition. During FY 
1983, for example, the average direct loan met 19.6 percent of total cost 
for f1rst-t1me, full-time freshmen. In FY 1980, the average direct loan met 
24.8 percent of cost. Consistent with the pattern of previous years, the 
direct loan percentage of total cost shows little variation across family 
Income categories. For example, an average direct loan met 20.4 percent of 
total ce-st for those from families having Incomes of less than $9,999, and 
comprised 21.2 percent of total cost for those with family Incomes of $40,000 
or more. 

Another measure of effectiveness 1s the extent to which the State allotment 
formula results 1n DL allocations consistent with actual student need. 
As we reported 1n last year's annual evaluation report, State allotments 
are only moderately well -correlated with measures of student need within 
States. 

Table 1 

Participation Patterns of F1rst-T1me Full -Time Dependent 
Students 1n the Direct Loan Program by Family Income 
Academe Years 1980-81 to 1983-84 









Family Income 












LESS 


$10,000 


$20,000 


$30,000 


$40,000 




ACADEMIC 




THAN 


THRU 


THRU 


THRU 


OR 




YEAR 




$10,000 


$19,999 


$29,999 
— * 


$39,999 


MORE 


TOTAL 


1980-81 


AWARD AVG. 


$881 


$948 


$1084 


$1297 


$1600 


$l1)46 




X AIDED 


12.0 


13.8 


11.1 


6.7 


3.3 


9.9 




X OF COST 


20.9 


23.1 


26.1 


30.4 


34.2 


24.8 


1981-82 


AWARD AVG. 


$922 


$1945 


$1169 


$1367 


$1672 


$1161 




X AIDED 


10.5 


11.9 


9.7 


6.4 


2.9 


8.2 




X OF COST 


20.0 


22.6 


24.5 


28.2 


33.0 


24.4 


1982-83 


AWARD AVG. 


$973 


$1084 


$1166 


$1219 


$1354 


$1138 




X AIDED 


10.0 


10.7 


8.4 


5.4 


2.0 


6.7 




X OF COST 


20.8 


22.5 


23.8 


24.0 


23.4 


22.2 


1983-84 


AWARD AVG. 


$1027 


$1086 


$1179 


$1260 


$1347 


$1158 




X AIDED 


11.5 


11.3 


9.2 


6.4 


2.5 


7.4 




X OF COST 


20.4 


21 .0 


22.3 


22.8 


21.2 


19.6 



W: AWARD AVG. - Average Dollars Awarded Per Recipient 
X AIDED - Number of Recipients « Total Students 



X OF COST - Award average 4 Average Cost 
SOURCE: See E.l below. ^. . g< 
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Tablt 2 

j< Participation 1n tht 01 r act Loan -Program 
for First-Tina, Full-Tina Dapandtnt Studtnts 
Fall 1983 
By Sax, Raca, and Family Incont 



Participation 


LESS 
THAN 
SI 0.000 

• 


$10,000 
THRU 
$19,999 


$20,000 
THRU 
$29,999 


$30,000 
THRU 
f 39 000 

#•#7 .WW 


$40,000 
OR 
nunc 




Mtn 

t Participating 


10.2 


10.2 




8.4 


5.7 


2.5 


6.6 


AVatrJOA Pa*r ttAaHMaVtt 
n v MM lyV r Wl HWV I |l 1 wfl V 






$1 


.221 


#1 |ZZO 


$1 (3Z1 


$1 .171 


% Participating 


12.5 


12.* 




10.0 


7.1 


2.6 


8.3 


Avaraga Par Radpltnt 


$1 .010 


$1 .092 


$1 


.142 


$1 .289 


$1 .375 


$1,147 


Black 


r f ' 














% Participating 


12.3 


15.3 




12.2 


9.9 * 


5.8 


12.2 


Avaraga Par Redplant 


$1 .022 


$1 .018 


$1 


.098 


$1 .335 


$1,230 


$1 .073 


Non-black 
















% Participating 


11.2 


10.8 




9.0 


6.2 


2.4 


7.0 


Avaraga Par Radpltnt 


$1 .026 


$1 .099 


$1 


.187 


$1,254 


$1 .354 


$1,171 


All Studtnts 








V 

1 








% Participating 


11.5 


11.3 




9.2 


6.4 


2.5 


7.4 


Avaraga Par Radpltnt 


$1 .027 


$1,086 


$1 


.179 


$1 .260 


$1 .347 


$1,158 



SOURCE: Saa E.l btlow. 
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D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

Increased efforts will be made to reduce outstanding defaults 1n the Direct 
Loan program by strengthening Institutional due diligence requirements and 
by Intensifying collection activities. These efforts, 1f successful, will 
result In more funds becoming available for new loans. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited 1n Section C: 

1. Program files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

2. The Cooperative Institutional Research Program (CIRP), University of 
California at Los Angeles, California, 1984. 

3. "A Report on the Funds Distribution Formula Under the Campus-Based Pro- 
grams". U.S. Department of Education. March 15, 1983. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

Tables 1 and 2 show the distribution of Direct Loans to full -time freshmen 
with different family Incomes and costs of education as well as the average 
loan amount and the percentage of total cost met by these loans. Table 3 
provides the distribution to students of different Income, race and sex. 
The data Indicates that women as a whole had higher rates of participation 
although loan amounts were almost the same as men. Blacks, however, generally 
borrowed at higher rates than whites but for considerably smaller amounts. 
These comparisons vary somewhat by income but are generally consistent. 
Data for the 1983-84 academic year will be available 1n the Spring of 1985. 

Ill; RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 
Studies 1n progress are as follows: 

o The CIRP survey referred to 1n E.2 above Indicates annual data on distri- 
bution of aid from Federal student aid programs for f1rst-t1me, full-time 
freshmen of different race and sex. 



Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Robert Coates, (202) 245-2320 

Program studies: Dan Morrlssey, (202) 245-8281 
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WORK-STUDY PROGRAM 
(CFDA No. 84.033) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, Part C, Public Law 
89-329 as amended (42 U.S.C. 2751-2756b) (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $630,000,000 $550,000,000 

1981 670,000,000 550,000,000 

1982 720,000,000 528,000,000 

1983 760,000,000 590,000,000 

1984 555,000,000 555,000,000 



Purpose : To stimulate and promote part-time employment for postsecondary 
students who need the earnings to help meet the cost of their education. 
Federal grants to Institutions are used to subsidize up to 80 percent of 
a student's part-time wages. The remainder 1s provided by the employer, 
which may be the Institution Itself 1f 1t 1s a public, non profit Insti- 
tution. 

Authorization for Work-Study programs also provides for Job Location 
and Development projects Intended to foster the location and development 
of part-time employment. Up to 10 percent of the Work Study grant, not 
to exceed $25,000, may be used to support these projects. 

Eligibility : Any public or non profit Institution or organization may 
participate as employers. Funds are first allotted among the States 
according to statutory formula and then to Institutions under both 
statutory requirements and program regulations. 

Undergraduate, graduate, or professional students (enrolled or accepted 
for enrollment as regular students) who are maintaining satisfactory 
progress 1n accordance with the standards and practices of the Institu- 
tion are eligible to participate 1n the programs. They must demonstrate 
financial need as determined by the Institution using an approved need 
analysis system; then cannot owe a refund on a Title IV grant, must not 
be 1n default on a Title IV loan, and must meet dtlzen/resldent require- 
ments. The size of the award depends on the rate of pay and number of 
hours worked. The minimum wage law applies. 
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II. j RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department of Education emphasized the following 
objective with respect to the Work-Study program: 

o To promote greater use of Job Location and Development Centers which 
provide support to Institutional administrators 1n locating and develop- 
ing part-time off-campus employment for students. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Approximately 400 Institutions had established Job Location and Develop- 
ment projects by the beginning of the 1983-84 school year. 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : During FY 1983, approximately $504 million 1n Federal Work 
Study funds went to students. This, 1n conjunction with Institutional 
matching funds, provided $630 million funding .for 721,000 students. 
Private 4-year Institutions received 37 percent, while private 2-year 
Institutions received 2 percent. Public 4-year Institutions recelvsd 
43 percent. Public 2-year schools were allocated 16 percent and pro- 
prietary Institutions were awarded 2 percent. 

A recent study of all student employment administered by the Institution 
through the aid office (see E.2 below) Indicates that 1n the fall of 1982, 
about 13 percent of all educational costs were covered by Institutionally 
administered work programs, a finding that 1s consistent with data col- 
lected from f1rst-t1me, full-time students on Work-Study participation 
(see E.3 below). 

The study estimates that Work-Study (WS) earnings fli.anced about 19 
percent of all costs 1n public Institutions but only 10 percent In 
privately controlled schools, even though private colleges received a 
proportionately higher total amount than public Institutions. Dollar 
awards, which averaged between $720 for freshmen and $830 for juniors 
and seniors, were generally higher 1n private Institutions Ait by less 
than $100 1n most cases (see E.2 below). 

Student Participation 

During FY 1984, about 14 percent of all first-time, full-time freshmen 
participated 1n the WS program. The corresponding participation rate 
1n FY 1980 had been about 15 percent. Rates vary widely, however, by 
students' family Income. In FY 1984, for example, participation rates 
were highest (25 percent) for persons 1n the lowest family Income category 
(less than $10,000) and lowest (5 percent) for those 1n the highest 
Income group ($40,000+). This pattern has remained consistent for many 
years. The WS participants received an average of $764 during 1983-84. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

' The average amount of US award 1s strongly related to family Income. 
In FY 1984, for example, participants with family Incomes of $40,000+ 
received larger awards than those from families with less Income. The 
principal reason for this 1s that many students from higher Income 
families attend more expensive colleges. Many of these students receive 
US awards that are a small percentage of total cost. The dollar amount 
of the award may be larger, however, due to higher cost of attendance. 

Program Effectiveness : Program effectiveness can be measured by the 
extent to which allotment of funds to States corresponds with actual 
student need as Indicated by standard need analysis systems. Although 
the State allotment formula 1s complex, comparison of the average award 
per full-time student with one measure of student need (the Pell eligi- 
bility Index) results 1n a very low (.10) correlation (see E.4 below). 

Student aid awards have covered a smaller percentage of total cost during 
recent years, principally because of rapidly rising tuition. In FY 1984, 
for example, the average award met 14.4 percent of total cost for first- 
time, full-time freshmen. In FY 1980, the average award met 16.3 percent 
of cost. Consistent with the pattern of previous years, the percentage 
of total cost shows little variation across family Income categories. 
For example, an average award met exactly 14.3 percent of total cost for 

• students with family Incomes of less than $10,000 and also for th ie 1n 
the $30,000-$39,000 group. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Legislative Recommendations 

The Uork-Study Program 1s considered an essential component of the Ad- 
ministration's package of student financial aid. An Increase 1n funding 
had been proposed 1n the president's budget for FY 1985 to assure that 
more students have adequate work opportunities to provide for their 
self-help (work/loan) commitment 1n meeting educational costs. 

The program will encourage use of funds to support tutoring for adult 
literacy and employment a* eligible day-care centers. The program will 
also encourage the relationship between academic programs and Work-Study 
experiences through the Cooperative Education Program (CFDA No. 84.055). 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, Washington, D.C., 1984. 

2. The American Council on Education, "Student Financial Aid for Full 
Time Undergraduates" HEP Survey No. 60, Washington, D.C., 1983 

3. "The Cooperative Institutional Research Program (CIRP)," University 
of California at Los Angeles, California, 1984. 

\ P 4. U.S. Department of Education, "A Review of the Distribution Formula 
for the College Based Programs," unpublished study, 1983, Office of 
Student Financial Assistance, vUvS. Department of Education. 
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Table 1 



Participation Patterns of F1rst-T1me, Full -Time 
Dependent Students 1n the Work Study Program by Family Income 
Academic Years 1980-81 to 1983-84 
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TOTAL 


1980-81 
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$662 
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$703 


$720 


$686 
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% AIDED 


20.7 


18.4 


14.2 


9.3 


3.9 


12.7 




% OF COST 


16.6 


15.8 


15.2 


14.5 


14.4 


15.5 


1982-83 


AWARD AVG. 


$685 


$702 


$738 


$753 


$782 


$725 




% AIDED 


21.9 


19.3 


14.7 


10.2 


4.6 


12.8 




% OF COST 


14.6 


14.6 


15.0 


14.8 


13.5 


14.1 


1983-84 


AWARD AVG. 


$720 


$758 


$764 


$790 


$809 


$764 




% AIDED 


25.2 


22.1 


16.6 


11.8 


5.4 


14.4 




% OF COST 


14.3 


14.7 


14.4 


14.3 


12.8 


13.3 



KEY: AWARD AVG. - Average Dollars Per Recipient 
% AIDED - I of Recipients/Total Students 
% OF COST - (AVG $ Per Rec1p1ent/Avg. Cost) 



SOURCE: See E.I above. 

/ ■ 
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Tablt 2 

Participation 1n tht Work Study Progran 
for F1rtt-T1«a, Fu11-T1im / 
Dependent Students Fall 1983 
By Sax, Race, and Faally Incoae 

Fa»11y Incoato 



Participation 


LESS 
THAN 
$10,000 


$10,000 
THRU 
$19,999 


$20,000 ; 

THRU / 
$29,999 


$30,000 
THRU 
$39,999 


$40,000 

, OR 
MORE 


TOTAL 


Man 














% Participating 
Avaraga Par Red plant 


23.0 
$750 


20.2 
$768 


15.0 
$780 


10.8 
$800 


5.2 
$831 


12.9 
$782 


Wowen 














% Participating 
Avaraga Par Recipient 


26.8 
$701 


23.8 
$751 


18.2 
$749 


12.9 
$781 


5.5 
$785 


16.0 
$749 


Blacks 














r 

% Participating 
Average Per Recipient 


32.2 
$685 


31.5 
$734 


/ 23.8 
1 $742 


18.9 
$860 


11.3 
$809 


26.8 
$730 


Non-blacks 














% Participating 
Average Per Recipient 


22.9 
$736 


20.8 
$764 


16.1 
$766 


11.5 
$785 


5.2 
$809 


13.4 
$769 


All Students 














% Participating 
Average Per Recipient 


2S.2 
$720 


22.1 
$758 


16.6 
$764 


11.8 
$790 


5.4 
$809 


14.4 
$764 



SOURCE: See E.I above. 
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F. Other Supporting Data 

Table 2 summarizes the distribution of Work-Study recipients by fam1l> 
Income, sex, and race. Overall J women have an 18 percent hlghe" 
participation rate than men, and blacks have a nearly 22 percent higher 
participation rate than whites. These variations differ, of course, by 
Income categories. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

The CIRP survey referred to 1n E.2 above provides annual data on distri- 
bution of aid from Federal student aid programs for f1rst-t1me, full-time 
freshmen. Data for the 1983-84 academic year will be available 1n the 
spring of 1985. " 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Robert Coates, (202) 245-2320 

Program studies: Dan Morrlssey, (202) 245-8281 
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UPWARD BOUND 
(CFDA No. 84.047) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, Sections 417A and 

41 7C, as amended by P.L. 96-374; (20 U.S.C. 1070d, 1070d-la). (Expires 
September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980 ; 



Fiscal Year Authorization 1 / Appropriation 1 / Allocation! / 

1980 $200,000,000 $147,500,000 $62,500,000 

1981 200,000,000 156,500,000 66,501,000 

1982 165,000,000 150,240,000 63,720,000 

1983 170,000,000 154,740,000 68,366,514 

1984 170,000,000 164,740,000 70,754,376 



Purpose : To generate among low-Income youths and potential first-generation 
college students the skills and motivation necessary for success 1n educa- 
tion beyond high school. The goal of the program 1s to Increase the aca- 
demic performance and motivational levels of eligible enrol lees so that 
they may complete secondary school and successfully pursue postsecondary 
education programs. 

Eligibility : Funds go to Institutions of higher education, public and 
private agencies and organizations, and, 1n exceptional cases, secondary 
schools. Low-Income Individuals and potential first-generation college 
students who need academic support 1n order to successfully pursue- a pro- 
gram of postsecondary education are eligible for services through funded 
applicants. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this program 
were: 

o Provide technical assistance to prospective applicants for new Upward 
Bound grant awards by conducting application preparation workshops and 
developing and disseminating an application development guide. 

o Issue 423 non-competing continuation Upward Bound grant awards. 

o Respond to GAO's recommendations on assessing Upward Bound projects' 
success 1n meeting two Important program goals: (1) Increasing partici- 
pants' academic skills; and (2) enabling participants to be successful 
in postsecondary education. 

o Establish grant monitoring procedures to allow the Department to assess 
changes in project perftniftfoce over time, to consider requests for 
grants, and to assess overall program accomplishments. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o The Department received applications for 422 non-competing continuation 
grants, processed them, and Issued grant awards for program year 1984-85. 

o In response to GAO's recommendations, the Department ensured that 
every Upward Bound application funded In FY 1984 contained objectives 
for measuring the academic skills growth of Upward Bound participants 
and for following up on Upward Bound graduates to determine their post- 
secondary success. 

o The Department Implemented a variety of cost-effective grant monitoring 
procedures. These Included extensive telephone monitoring, reviews of 
annual performance reports and other data, and on-site cross-program 
monitoring. 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Types of Benefits : ED makes grants to participating institutions to provide 
educational services to disadvantaged youth. Student benefits typically 
begin with a s1x-to-e1ght week residency and study on a college or secondary 
school campus. During the academic year, the student may attend Saturday 
classes or tutorial /counseling sessions or participate 1n cultural enrich- 
ment activities. During the junior and senior years, the student explores 
postsecondary options. 

Program Scope : In FY 1984, 422 non-competing continuation awards were 
made at an average grant of $167,664; almost 33,000 participants were 
served at an average Federal cost of $2,170 per participant. Total program 
awards were $70,754,376. 

Program Effectiveness : Longitudinal data from the High School and Beyond 
survey (HSB) provides the most recent data on the Impact of Upward Bound 
(UB). The HSB study 1s a nationally representative survey of students who 
were high school sophomores and seniors 1n 1980. The study of UB Impact 
used 1982 follow-up d^ta from students who participated 1n UB during high 
school and a matched comparison group of students who did not participate. 
The results obtained generally confirmed the findings of previous UB evalu- 
ations: the UB program Influenced a significantly higher proportion of 
disadvantaged youths to apply to college, obtain financial aid, attend 
college, and persist 1n college for one year after high school. 

During their first three semesters of postsecondary education, Upward Bound 
students earned significantly more college credits and maintained their 
aspirations to complete a college degree. However, their retention rates 21 
months after high school graduation dropped to about 40 percent; the rates 
were then no longer significantly greater than the rates for comparable 
nonpartlclpants. This finding Indicates that longer-term college success 
for disadvantaged students may require continuing remedial assistance 
beyond high school. (E.2.) 
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0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration proposed to reduce funding for Upward Bound and to limit 
f unding to non-competitive continuation grants. These grants would be pro- 
rated at 60 percent of the fiscal year 1984 award amounts. No new awards 
would be made. Upward Bound eligibility would be limited to Institutions 
of higher education participating 1n the Federal student assistance pro- 
grams, and Upward Bound grantees would be required to share 10 percent of 
their project costs, the requirement that participants be first generation 
college students would be deleted. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Section C 

1. Program files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

2. Reanalysis of High School and Beyond Data to Estimate the Impact of 
Upward Bound, Steven N. Jung and Applied Systems Institute. Washington , 
D.C., 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

The latest data available indicate that 47 percent of the Upward Bound 
students were male and 53 percent female; 55 percent were black, about 14 
percent of Hispanic origin, 24 percent white, and the rest Asian, Pacific 
Islander, or Native American. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

The Educational Testing Service and the American College Testing Service 
are conducting pilot evaluations of 30 Upward Bound projects which are 
designed to assist projects in the development of procedures to Improve 
project accountability, student assessment, and other goals and objectives 
that the projects may neve. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Carol Smith, (202) 245-2165 

Program Studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-8281 

Note 

1. Represents budget authority and appropriation for all Special Programs 
for Disadvantaged Students: Special Services, Upward Bound, Talent 
Search, Educational Opportunity Centers, Service Learning Centers 
(.until FY 1982), and the Training Program. Funds are not appropriated 
«. separately for the five programs, but are allocated administratively. 
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TALENT SEARCH 
(CFDA No. 84.044) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, Sections 417A and 417B, 
as amended by P.L. 96-374 (20 U.S.C. 1070d, 1070d-l). (Expires September 
30, 1985,) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization! / Appropriation! / Allocation! / 

1980 $200,000,000 ^47,500,400 $15,300,000 

1931 200,000,000 156,500,000 17,113,000 

1982 165,000,000 150,240,000 17,057,594 

1983 170,000,000 154,740,000 17,057,594 

1984 170,000,000 164,740,000 17,628,233 



P urpose : To Identify qualified youths with potential for postsecondary 
education; to encourage them to continue 1n and graduate from secondary 
school and enroll 1n programs of postsecondary education; to publicize the 
availability of student financial aid; and to Increase the number of 
secondary and postsecondary school dropouts who re-enter an educational 
program. 

Eligibility : Institutions of higher education, public and private agencies 
and organizations and, 1n exceptional cases, secondary schools. Individuals 
residing 1n the target area or attending a target school who have potential 
for education at the postsecondary level, and who need one or more of the 
services provided by the project, are eligible for services through funded 
applicants. Two-thirds of ^the individuals served must be low-Income 
Individuals who are also potential first-generation college students. 
Project participants must be between 12 and 27 years old (exceptions are 
allowed). Required low-Income criteria for participants are v stated 1n 
application materials. r 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

The Department's objectives Included: 

o Establish grant-mon1tor1ng procedures that will better enable the 
Department to assess Individual projects. This will make possible 
better decisions about requests for gra r +s renewals and more compre- 
hensive assessments of program accomplishments. 

) 

o Issue noncompetlng continuation grant awards to 167 Talent Search 
projects during year 1984. 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 

0 Develop and have approved a new performance reporting form for the 
Talent Search program. 

o Grantees must pursue four goals: \ 



Increase participant's knowledge of educational opportunities and 
availability of financial aid; 

Increase the number of accurate applications for student financial 
assistance. 



B. Pr ogress and Accomplishments 

o The Department Implemented cost-effective monitoring procedures. These 
Included extensive telephone monitoring reviews of annual performance 
reports and other data, and on-site cross-program monitoring. 

o The Department Issued 167 noncompetlng continuation awards. 

o The proposed new performance reporting form was not approved by 0MB 
and a revised form 1s being developed. 

o The new project monitoring procedures were used to assess accomplishment 
of the four goals established for the grantees. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : In FY 1984, the Department made 167 continuation awards 
for an average award of $105,558. The projects provided services to an 
estimated 190,800 participants at an average cost per participant of $92. 
Total program awards were $17,628,233. 

Program Effectiveness : Prograr data for FY 1982 (the latest available) 
show that 23,285 clients were placed 1n postsecondary education, with an 
additional 13,180 accepted but not yet enrolled. About 5,102 actual or 
potential dropouts were persuaded to return to school or college. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration did not request funds for this program 1n order to focus 
limited funding on the higher priority Upward Bound and Special Services 
for Disadvantaged Students programs. The requirement that participants 
would be first generation college students would be deleted. 



enhance participants 



• motivation to complete secondary school; 



- Increase application rates to postsecondary Institutions; 
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o Program files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 



F. Other Supporting Data 

In FY 1982, the latest year for which data are available, 167 projects 
provided services to 177,750 clients. Of these, about 41 percent were 
black, 32 percent white, 20 percent Hispanic, and 7 percent other ethnic 
groups. About 56 percent were women, find 44 percent were men. 



III. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are planned or 1n progress. 
Contacts for Further Information • 
Program operations: Carol J. Smith, (202) 245-2165 
Program studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-8281 



Note : 

1. Represents budget authority and appropriation for all Special Programs 
for Disadvantaged Students. Funds are not appropriated separately for 
bhese programs, but are allocated administratively to each program. 
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EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY CENTERS 
(CFDA No. 84.063) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 





Legislation ; Higher Education Act of 1965, 
41 7E, as amended by P.L. 96-374 (20 U^S.C, 
September 30, 1985 



Title IV, Sections 417A and 
1070d, 1070d-lc). (Expires 



Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization! / Appropriation! / 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$200,000,000 
200,000,000 
165,000,000 
170,000,000 
170,000,000 



$147,500,000 
156,500,000 
15030,000 
154,740,000 
164,740,000 



Allocation! / 

$7,700,000 
8,000,674 
7,800,000 
7,800,000 
8,101,898 



Purpose: To provide Information on financial and academic assistance 
avaiiaole for qualified adults Mho want postsecondary education, and assist 
them 1n applying for admission to Institutions of postsecondary education. 

Eligibility : Funds go to Institutions of higher education, public and 
private agencies and organizations and, 1n exceptional cases, secondary 
schools. 

Adults residing 1n the target area Mho need one or more of the project 
services 1n order to pursue a program of postsecondary education are eligi- 
ble for services through funded applicants. Two-thirds of the participants 
must be low- Income, first-generation, or potential first-generation, college 
students. Project participants must be at least 19 years old (exceptions 
are allowed). Required low-Income Criteria for participants are stated 1n 
application materials. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

t 

A. Goals and Objectives 

The Department's objectives Included: 

o Establish grant-monitoring procedures that will better enable the 
Department to assess. Individual projects. This will make possible 
better decisions about requests for grant renewals and more compre- 
hensive assessments of program accomplishments. 

o Issue non-competing continuation grant awards to 33 EOC projects during 
Fiscal Year 1984. 

o To review existing EOC regulations and policies to determine whether 
the Department should pursue changes such as a new performance reporting 
form. 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 
o Grantees must pursue five goals: 

-Increase participants' motivation to complete secondary education 
and enhance graduation rates 

- Increase application rates to postsecondary Institutions 

- increase participants' knowledge of educational opportunities and 
financial aid availability 

-increase the number of accurate applications from students for 
financial assistance 

- enhance participants' motivation to complete studies 1n a post- 
secondary Institution 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o The Department Implemented cost-effective grant monitoring procedures. 
These Included extensive telephone monitoring, reviews of annual per- 
formance reports and other data, and on-site cross-program monitoring. 

o The Department made 33 noncompetlng continuation awards. 

o A new annual performance report form W use by the EOC Program grantees 
was developed and submitted to 0MB ^orXapproval , but It was not approved 
and a revised form 1s being prepared. 

o The new project monitoring procedures were used to assess accomplishment 
of the five goals established for the grantees. 

V 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : In Fiscal Year 1984, the Department made 33 continuation 
awards for an average award of $245,512. The projects provided services 
to an estimated 104,300 participants at an average cost per participant of 
$78. Total program awards were $8,101,898. 

Types of Benefits Provided : The Centers operate a recruiting effort to 
identify persons who need the program's services, to counsel them about 
opportunities for furthering their education, and to help them apply for 
admission and financial aid. The Centers also provide remedial and tutorial 
services to students enrolled or accepted for enrollment 1n postsecondary 
schools. 

Program Effectiveness : Program data for FY 1981, the latest available, 
show that 33,021 participants were placed 1n postsecondary schools op 
other types of training programs, while another 8,078 participants were 
accepted by a postsecondary Institution but had not begun their studies. 
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0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 



The Administration did not request funds for this program so as to focus 
limited funding on the higher priority Upward Bound and Special Services 
for Disadvantaged Students programs. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above : 

o Program files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

In FY 1981, the latest year for which data are available, 32 projects 
provided services to more than 91,000 clients of which 42 percent were 
white, and 39 percent black. Women made up almost 59 percent of the 
participants. (Table 4) 



Table 1 



Ethnicity and Sex of Participants 1n the 
Educational Opportunity Center Program, FY 1981 



Ethnicity 



Number 



Percentage 



American Indian 

As1 an/Pad f 1c Islander 

Black 

Hispanic 

White 



2,178 
3,655 
:>5,340 
11,370 
38.687 
91 ,230 



"TO 



03 
04 
39 
12 
42 



Sex 



Men 

Women 

TOTAL 



37,746 
53.668 
91 ,414 



41.2 
58.8 
TOO 



Source: See E. above 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are 1n progress or planned. 
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Contacts for Fyrthor Information 

Program operations: Carol J. Smith, (202) 245-2165 

Program studies: Robert H. Berls (202) 245-8281 

Note : 

1. Represents budget authority and appropriation for all Special Programs 
for Disadvantaged Students. Funds are not appropriated separately for 
these programs, but are allocated administratively to each program. 
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SPECIAL SERVICES FOR DISADVANTAGED STUDENTS 
(CFDA No. 84.042) 





I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, Section 417A and 4170, 
as amenaea by P.L. 96-374 (20 U.S.C. 1070d, 1070d-lb). (Expires September 
30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization! / Appropriation! / Allocation! / 

1980 $200,000,000 $147,500,000 $60,000,000 

1981 . 200,000,000 156,500,000 63,885,326 

1982 165,000,000 150,240,000 60,702,406 

1983 170,000,000 154,740,000 60,555,892 
1934 /170.000.000 164,740,000 67,294,974 

Purpose : To Identify low-Income, first generation, or physically handicapped 
college students who are enrolled or accepted for enrollment by participating 
postsecondary Institutions and to provide them with necessary supportive 
services to pursue programs of postsecondary education successfully. 

Eligibility : Funds go to Institutions of higher education. At least two- 
thlrds of the Institution's project participants must be physically handi- 
capped or low-income Individuals who/ are also first-generation college 
students. The remaining participants must be either physically handicapped, 
low-Income Individuals, or first-generation college students. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives with respect to this 
program were to: 

o Issue new grant awards to approximately 640 Special Services projects. 

o Establish a variety of cost-effective grant monitoring procedures to 
allow ED to assess Individual project performance over time, to consider 
requests for new awards, and to assess overall program accomplishments. 

o Review existing Special Services for Disadvantaged Students Program 
regulations and policies to determine 1f changes should be recommended 
and Implemented. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o ED Issued a total of 664 grant awards during Fiscal Year 1984. 
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B - Progress and Accomplishments - (Continued) 

° L?w, C0S V 11 !? Ct 1 ! 0 , grant BWn1tor1n 9 Procedures were developed. 
TImw* 1 ncl ucM extensive telephone monitoring, reviews of annual per- 
formance reports and other data, and on-site cross-program monitoring. 

° JILTS? «f ?l riCtor, « m ™. 'ffV update letter «tHn1ng an Inter- 
wf£! 2a2 f 9n th % n ?,? n1ng °/ ful1 «"«ne1il need". It emphasized that 
25i! JLfJ 6 :?* ^ ^regulations requires an assurance from all funded 
applicants that participants will receive sufficient financial assistance. 

C Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

K?fn«ul l ^!!u!i; Ins * 1tut1o " s of higher education provide remedial or 

educat?SnaflJ TJlJX ° P COu " Se J, 1n9 serv1ces t0 students -1th an 

eaucationally, culturally, or economically deprived background, or with a 

physical handicap, or limited English-speaking ability. ' 

ProOMmScooe: In FY 1984, ED made 664 awards for an average award of 

* &i,u?F?t!E™i 15 ?' 400 Dapt1c1 P a "ts at an average FederTl cost 
per participant of $436. Total program awards were $67,294,974. 

P <2* r A m Ef f e< *j vencs . s; The System Development Corporation conducted an 

ssSsl eV I ,U f«Vi°«" ° f the Spec1al f erv1ces for Disadvantaged Students Program 
in nlkJ} f *"™~W "rvey, conducted In academic year 1982-83, attempted 
to determine longer-term program Impact. 

The follow-up study, which Irvolved students who would normally be In their 
fourth-year of college, reported the.followlng findings (E.2): 

° fJ'iw? an 9h P^°P or i 1on (aTnost 60 percent) of the freshmen Included In 
5 .I?? 9 " 8 ?. study wh0 rM P° nd « d -ere still enrolled In postsecondary 
fSll^lSS s?Cdents e . arS ' and ° f th0Se Wh0 P crs 1 sted 86 Percent weri 

° yil 1 !!^^ on Jy con J1 d erat1on, financial aid was an Important factor 
in determining whether the stuoy participants were still enrolled or had 
i ere scnooi • 

° lS!!!l!i? f n? Cadem 3S 2 U f port se !: v1c ? s (^wlng, group Instruction, 

academic counseling) provided In a student's freshman year were associated 
with longer enrollment, and with greater numbers of course units attempted 
and completed, compared to the results for the students who received no 
special services. 

o Students who received moderate levels of services appear to have had 
fewer academic deficiencies to overcome than those who received the full 
range of services or more Intensive services. 

o Academic support services received after the freshman year were less 
successful 1n Improving long-term academic performance. Students who 
needed post-freshman year services appear t* have had the greatest learning 
deficiencies and the least success In surmounting them. 
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C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness (Continued) 

o Non-academic special services (student orientation, cultural services, 
assessment, and referrals) received either during the freshman year or 
later are associated with longer enrollment, greateK numbers of course 
units attempted and completed, and higher grades. \ 

\ 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration proposed to target more funds on aid to the disadvantaged, 
particularly minorities, and to reduce funding for the Spec1al\Programs for 
the Disadvantaged. The request level for Fiscal Year 1985 would have sup- 
ported non-compet1t1ve continuation grants under SSDS. These grants would 
be prorated at 60 percent of the fiscal year 1984 award amounts. No new 
awards will be made under SSDS. 

Legislative changes were also proposed which would restructure the Special 
Programs by requiring Institutions to share the costs of projects, re- 
ducing administrative burdens, limiting eligibility, and targeting funds to 
programs that provide direct services to disadvantaged Individuals. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above 

1. Program files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

• 2. Fol low-Up Evaluation of the Special Services for Disadvantaged Students 
program , final report, System Development Corporation, Santa Monica, CA, 
1983. 

F. Other Supporting Data , 

The latest data available, FY 1984, show that 58 percent of the program 
participants were female and 42 percent were male. About 37 percent of t£ie 
participants were black, 5 percent Asian, 3 percent Native American, 17 
percent Hispanic, and 38 percent white. Approximately 6 percent of the 
students were physically handicapped. (E.l.) 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of the program are planned or 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Carol J. Smith, (202) 245-2165 

Program studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-8281 

Notes 

•1. Represents budget authority and appropriation for all Special Program 
for Disadvantaged Students. Funds are .iot appropriated separately for 
the five programs, but are allocated administratively. 
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VETERANS' COST-OF-INSTRUCTION PROGRAM 
(CFOA No. 84.064) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, Section 420; as 
amended by P.L. 96-374 (20 U.S.C. 1070e-l). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 Indefinite $14,380,000 

1981 " 6,019,000 

1982 $12,000,000 4,800,000 

1983 12,000,000 3,000,000 

1984 12,000,000 3,000,000 



Purpose : To encourage colleges and universities to serve the special 
education needs of veterans, especially Vietnam-era and disadvantaged 
veterans. 

Eligibility : Nationally or regionally accredited Institutions of higher 
education. Proprietary (for profit) Institutions and schools or depart- 
ments of divinity are not eligible. 

Applicants must demonstrate and document either a 10 percent Increase 1n 
undergraduate veteran enrollment 1n the year of application over the pre- 
ceding academic year, or a veteran enrollment constituting at least 
10 percent of total enrollment. Only veterans Mho are (1) enrolled at 
least half-time, and (2) recipients of benefits under Chapters 31 and 34 
of Title 38, U.S.C. can be considered 1n the enrollment count. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

o To complete processing of all requlrea reports (budgets, financial status, 
and program performance reports) and make awards. 

o To visit at least one-third of the Institutions funded and provide techni- 
cal assistance as needed. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

« 

o ED processed all documents. Including applications for academic year 
1984-1985 funds and awarded grants to 735 Institutions of higher educa- 
tion. 

o Program staff participated In cross-program monitoring activities and 
conducted site visits as scheduled. 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scop e: The Veterans* Cost-of- Instruction (VCIP) program was created 
In 1972. Tni peak year of veteran enrollment 1n postsecondary education 
was 1976, when there were approximately 910,000 enrolled veterans eligible 
for services. By 1981, the number of eligible veterans had declined to 
212,000, and In the years 1982, 1983, and 1984 they leveled at approximately 
200,000. Projections Indicate that eligible enrollment 1s likely to fall 
below 200,000 In 1985. (E.) 

Types of Benefits Provided : Institutions receiving VCIP funds must maintain 
afuil-tlme Office or Veterans' Affairs and provide outreach and recruit- 
ment programs, counseling and tutorial services, and special education 
programs for veterans, with special emphasis on services for physically 
disabled veterans, Incarcerated, and educationally disadvantaged veterans. 

The program Is Intended to provide Improved and expanded services to veter- 
ans enrolled In institutions of higher education. It operates as an 
entitlement grant program: An Institution 1s entitled to a payment of * 
$300 for each of Its enrolled eligible undergraduate veterans (Category I) 
and to a bonus payment of $150 for each eligible enrolled veteran who has 
been the recipient of certain Federal benefits designed to assist the 
educationally disadvantaged (Category II). 

Program Effectiveness : No studies of program effectiveness have been con- 
ducted. , 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

No funds were requested by the Administration for this program due to 
the sharply declining number of enrolled Vietnam-era veterans, and 
the capacity of existing 1nst1tut1on-w1de programs to provide adequate, 
appropriate services to this smaller number of veterans. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Section C Above 

Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None available. 

III. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are 1n progress or planned. 



Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: William J. Craven, Jr. (202) 245-2806 
Program Studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-7884 
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FUND FOR THE IMPROVEMENT 0* POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION 

(CFDA No. 84.116) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation; Higher Education Act of 1965, Title X, as amended by P.L. 
96-374 (20 U.S.C. 1135 et seq.). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $75,000,000 $13,500,000 

1981 20,000,000 13,500,000 

1982 13,500,000 11,520,000 

1983 13,500,000 11,710,000 

1984 13,500,000 11,710,000 



Purposes: Provide grants to support Innovative programs designed to 
improve access to and the quality of postsecondary education for these 
purposes: 

o Encouraging the reform, Innovation, and Improvement of postsecondary 
education and provide educational opportunity for all; 

o Creating Institutions and programs that offer new paths to career and 
professional training and new combinations of academic and experi- 
ential learning; \ 

o Establishing Institutions and programs based on the technology of commun- 
ications; 

o Carrying out changes 1n Internal structure and operations designed to 
clarify Institutional priorities and purposes 1n postsecondary education- 
al Institutions; 

o Designing and Introducing cost-effective methods of Instruction and oper- 
ation; 

o Introducing Institutional reforms designed to expand Individual opportun- 
ities for entering and re-entering Institutions and pursuing programs 
of study tailored to Individual needs; 

o Introducing reforms 1n graduate education, 1n the structure of academic 
~ professions, and* 1n the recruitment and retention of faculties; 

o Creating new institutions and programs for examining and awarding creden- 
tials to Individuals, and Introduce reforms 1n current Institutional 
practices related to credentials. 

The major strategy of the Fund for the Improvement of Postsecondary 
Education (FIPSE) 1s to solicit widely for exemplary, locally developed 
Improvement proposals. It accepts proposals from all forms of organizations 
and on all topics and strategies applicable to postsecondary education 
(except basic research). FIPSE grant competitions typically attract 20 to 
40 proposals for each available award. 

Types of Competitions : Small discretionary grants and contracts are award- 
ed competitively to a variety of postsecondary Institutions and agencies 
(including two-and four-year colleges, State education agencies, conwunlty 
based organizations, and other Institutions cncerned with education beyond 
high school). Awards are made for the following programs: 
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Purpose (Continued) 

o Comprehensive Program - More ihan 95 percent of FIPSE 's funds support a 
variety of action-oriented Improvement projects. Projects span the full 
range of postsecondary Issues, Including Improvement 1n the quality of 
education, Integration of education and work, Initiation of partnerships 
between schools and businesses, and delivery of appropriate educational 
services to a variety of learners. 

o M1na Shaughnessy Scholars Program - These grants enable educators to 
analyze Important advances In postsecondary education and to make such 
advances known and available to a broader audience. 

o Final Year Dissemination Program - This program supports a small number 
of dissemination grants for selected FIPSE projects 1n their final year 
so that they may disseminate Information about their projects to other 
Institutions. i 

i 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A . \ Goals and Objectives 

v 

During FY 1984, the Department' s principal objective for this program was to 
stress the Importance of teacher education and col lege- school collabora- 
tions, applications of technology to education, and reforms 1n graduate 
and professional education. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Table 1 below shows six areas which have been growing 1n size 1n recent 
years and now form a major part of the FIPSE portfolio of grants and 
completed projects (figures refer to new grants 1n FY 1984). 



Source: See E. below 

NOTE: These areas have been singled out for Illustration. They do not 
Include all Issues or problems addressed by FIPSE projects. 



Table 1 



FY 1984 New Grants by Category of Current Issues 



Current Issues 



New Grants 1n FY 1984 



Access to Higher Education 
Educational Technology 
Teacher Education/School -Co liege 
Science and Technology 
Economic Growth 
Reasoning Skills 



36 
19 
16 
12 
15 
11 



* 
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C. Cost j, Benefits, and E f fectiveness 

Program Scope : Since It was established In 1972, the FIPSE has supported 
over 1140 projects selected from over 27,000 proposals. The Federal 
Government's portion of this effort totaled less than $135 million over 
the 12 years. Projects have been located In every State and most terri- 
tories. 



In FY 1984, the FIPSE awarded 181 grants totaling $11,710,000: 66 new 
grants through the Comprehensive Program, 89 second and third year grants 
to projects begun 1n 1982 and 1983 1n the Comprehensive Program; 12 Final 
Year Dissemination grants; and 14 M1na Shaughnessy Scholars awards (see 
Table 2). 



Table 2 

Distribution of Awards by FIPSE by Program Area 

Fiscal 1984 



Program 

Area Number 

Comprehensive 66 

M1na Shaughnessy 14 
Scholars 

Final Year 12 
Dissemination 

All Programs 92 



New Awards 

Total 
Amount 

$4,788,311 

$ 339,787 



Average 
Amount 

$72,550 

$24,271 



$ 90,918 $ 7,577 
$52,189,016 $56,727 



Non Competitive 
Continuation Grants 



Total 
Number Amount 

89 $6,387,550 



Average 
Amount 

$71 ,700 



89 $6,387,500 $71 ,000 



Source: See E. below 

t 

Seventy-five percent of the FIPSE grants went to Individual Institutions 
of higher education, while the remaining 25 percent of the awards were 
received by consortia of Institutions, State agencies, professional associ- 
ations and other form* of organizations Involved 1n learning beyond K-12 
schooling (see Table 3). 
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Table 3 

Distribution of Awards FY 1983 - FY 1984 
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Total Number of 
Applications received: 

Number of Grants 

by Institutional Type and Control : 
Two-year public 
Two-year private 
Four-year public 
Four-year private 
Other (Including public 

and private organizations) 
(Historically Black Colleges) 

Total 

Federal Funds to: 
Two-year public 
Two-year private 
Four-year public 
Four-year private 
Other 

(Historically Black Colleges) 
Total Appropriation 
Source: See E. below 



$ 
$ 



1983 
2,894 



17 
2 
68 
43 

64 

(4) 

195 



1 ,080,235 
141,718 
4,078,015 
2,221,007 
3,781 ,000 
(258,597) 



1984 
2,784 



19 
1 

72 
41 

65 
(5) 

181 



$ 1,565,735 
73,000 

$ 4,660,892 
2,438,041 
2,868,898 
(301 ,261 ) 



$11,710,000 $11,710,000 



In fiscal 1984, the FIPSE chose U reduce the number of grants given 1>. 
order to make more large grants (see Table 4). 
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Taole 4 



)hanges in Amounts of Comprehensive Program Awards 
Fiscal Years 1973, 1977, 1983, 1984 





1 91 J 


1977 


1983 


1984 


Average Award 


$92,500 


$72,500 


$63,900 


$72,550 


Maximum Award 


$375,000 


$188,616 


$166,000 


$134,955 


Percent of Awards 
Greater than $100,000 


31 


19 


8 


14 






Percent of Total by Year 




($) Award Amount* 


1973 


1977 


1983 


1984 



$220- 
200- 
180- 
160- 
140- 
120< 
100- 
80< 
60 
40 
20 
0 



380,000 
•220,000 
200,000 
.180,000 
.160,000 
.140,000 
.120,000 
.100,000 
■ 80,000 

- 60,000 

- 40,000 

- 20,000 



TOTAL: 
Note 



10 
5 
3 
2 
6 
3 
6 
7 
9 

42 
8 

2 

103b 



2 

1 

0 

2 

5 
15 
22 
23 
17 

4 

91 b 



1 
1 
1 

5 

21 
26 
24 
16 
4 

99b 



3 
11 
33 
18 
23 
11 

2 

10lb 



not adjusted for Inflation. 



a. Figures are 1n current dollars and are 

b. Totals do not add to 100% due to rounding. 

4 

Source: See E.l below 

Special Program Initiatives: The Fund has implemented two ne* dissemination 
and management efforts. 

More than 40 past and current grantees that use the computer to Improve 
postsecondary education have agreed to reflect on their experiences and 
Inform educators nationally about the opportunities they have found, the 
products they have produced, and the problems they have not been able to 
solve. Each participant 1s taking responsibility for reporting to a 
particular constituency, on behalf of *.he whole group. The group w 1 1 
also stimulate evaluation of these projects, by the members of the group 
and through subsequent projects. The participate will meet fuce-to-fac* 
and via a continuous computer teleconference. 
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C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness - (Continued) 

In FY 1984, the FIPSE also created an Internal management Information system 
to help guide Its competitions. The data Includes large amounts of Inform- 
ation about the kinds of proposals being submitted by different kinds of 
Institutions and from different areas of the country. In effect, since 
FIPSE urges applicants to choose topics of greatest local Import, the data 
base becomes a map of local priorities for Improvement. FIPSE Intends to 
make serious use of this Information again 1n 1985 to guide evaluation of 
proposals and the writing of competition priorities. 

Program Effectiveness ! A FIPSE-comm1ss1oned study was completed recently 
which focused on the Institutionalization and adoption of the Compre- 
hensive Grants program. This study was reported 1n the FY 1983 Annual 
Evaluation Report. (E.2) 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

Appropriation language has been proposed that FIPSE grants be limited to 
50 percent of project costs; currently, FIPSE grants provide about 60 
percent of project costs. The Administration believes that this strategy, 
Federal will help to assure that Institutions are fully committed to 
projects they wish to undertake. The reduced Federal commitment could 
support about 19 additional grant awards. 




E. Supporting Studies Cited In Section C Above 

1. Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, 1984. 



2. Evaluation of the Fund for the Improvement of Postsecondary Education , 
Final Report, Sol Felavin Associates, Washington, D.C., 19«3. , 

F. Other Supporting Data 

None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

FIPSE staff 1s analyzing the start-up year of FIPSE projects; research will 
be completed 1n 1985 and 1s expected to aid grant review and monitoring. 
No other studies are currently 1n progress or planned. The data system 
(see above, II. C) will continue to be developed. The Mlna Shaughnessy 
Scholars Program 1s due for Internal review 1n FY 1985. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Stephen C. Ehrmann, (202) 245-8091 
Program Studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-8281 
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TRAINING PROGRAM FOR SPECIAL PROGRAMS 
STAFF AND LEADERSHIP PERSONNEL 
(CFDA No. 84.103) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV, as amended by 

P.L. §5-374 (20 U.S.C. 1070d, 1070d-ld). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization 1/ Appropriation 1/ Allocation 1/ 

1980 $200,000,000 $147,500,000 $2,000,000 

1981 200,000,000 156,500,000 1,000,000 

1982 165,000,000 2/ 150,240,000 960,000 

1983 170,000,000 154,740,000 960,000 

1984 170,000,000 164,740,000 960,000 



Purpose : To provide training for staff and leadership personnel who are 
employed 1n, or preparing for employment 1n, Special Services, Upward 
Bound, Talent Search, or Educational Opportunity Centers programs. Training 
for local project personnel 1s designed to Improve their skills 1n leader- 
ship, management, academic Instruction, and counseling. 

Eligibility : Institutions of higher education, public and private <ion- 
pront agencies and organizations are eligible for grants. Participants 
may Include leadership personnel, full- and part-time staff, and Individuals 
preparing for employment as staff or leadership personnel 1n projects 
under the Special Programs. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for this program 
were to: 

o Publish funding priorities for the Training Program based on the 
Secretarial Goals for 1984. 

o Consult with persons 1n regional and State professional associations 
with special knowledge of training needs of the Special Programs. 

o Establish procedures for evaluating the experience of previously funded 
Training Program applicants. 
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A. Goals and Objectives - (Continued) 

o issue 11 new Training Program grants. 

o Establish grant monitoring procedures to allow ED to assess Individual 
project performance, to consider requests for new awards, and to 
assess overall Training Program accomplishments. 

o Review Training Program regulations and policies to determine If 
changes are needed. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o To Implement the Secretarial Goals for 1984, the Application Notice of 
the Training Program contained a section entitled "Funding Priorities, 
for Fiscal Year 1984." This section detailed seven Secretarial prior- 
ities for FY 1984 Training Program grants. Applicants addressing any 
one of these priorities were given extra credit during the evaluation 
process. 

o Public comments on training needs for Special Programs staff and leader- 
ship personnel were solicited at an open meeting held in Washington and 
through the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on the Funding Priorities for 
fiscal year 1984, published 1n the Federal Register . 

o The Department developed procedures and standards for assessing prior 
experience of previously funded Training Program applicants and used 
them to assign credit for prior experience to 11 eligible applicants. 

o ED received and processed 50 eligibility grant applications and awarded 
ten grants for Fiscal Year 1984. 

o ED Implemented a variety of monitoring procedures, Including extensive 
telephone monitoring, reviews of reports and other data, and two on-site 
visits. 

o The Training Program regulations were developed under the regulation 
reform policies and procedures and were published 1n *1nal form 1n 1982. 
As a result of recent grant competitions, ED 1s considering revising 
the selection criteria 1n the regulations to better evaluate the 
strengths and weaknesses of a proposed training program. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : In FY 1984, $960,000 was awarded to Institutions. This 
amount funded 10 grants, each averaging $96,000. Funding at this level 
will finance 1,019 participants at an average cost of $942 per person. 
(See E. below) 

Types of Benefits Provided : The Training Program supports short-term train- 
ing Institutes and In-service training programs to Improve the skills of 
staff and leadership personnel. 

Program Ef f ect1 veness : No recent studies of this program have been con- 
ducted. 



252 



513-3 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendation for Legislation 

No funds were requested for this program In order to focus limited funding 
on the higher priority Special Services and Upward Bound programs. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

o Program files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Pita 
None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) : 

No studies of this program are planned or 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Carol J. Smith, (202) 245-2715 

Program studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-7884 

Notes 

1. Represents budget authority and appropriation for all Special Programs 
for Disadvantaged Students. Funds are not appropriated separately 
for these programs, but are allocated administratively. 

2. Beginning 1n FY 1982 the Training Program became a discretionary 
grant program Instead of a contract program. c 
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INSTITUTIONAL AID PROGRAMS 
(CFDA No. 84.031 ) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title III, P.L. 89-329, as 
amended by P.L. 96-374, P.L. 98-95, P.L. 98-312 (Sec. 1\ P.L. 98-139, 
and P.L. 98-619, (U.S.C. 1051-1069C.). (Expires September 30, ,985) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $120,000,000 $110,000,000 

1981 120,000,000 120,000,000 

1982 129,600,0001/ 134.416.00Q2/ 

1983 129,600,00QD 134, 416,0002/ 

1984 129,600,0001/ 134,416,000 



Purpose : Assist Institutions of higher education that have limited financial 
resources and that serve significant percentages of low-Income students, to 
Improve their academic programs, Institutional management, fiscal stability, 
and student services; the ultimate objective 1s Institutional self-sufficiency. 

Eligibility : "Developing Institutions" are defined 1n the legislation as 1nst1- 
tutlons of higher education which: (1) provide an educational program which 
awards an A.A. or a B.A. degree; (2) are accredited by a nationally recognized 
accrediting agency or association, or are making reasonable progress toward 
such accreditation; (3) hav? satisfied both of the above requirements during 
the five academic years preceding the academic year during which program 
assistance would be provided— with the exception that the five-year stipulation 
may be waived by the Secretary for Institutions which serve to Increase the 
amount of higher education available to American Indian, Spanish-speaking, 
rural, black, or low-Income students; (4) enroll a relatively high percentage 
of low-Income students receiving Federal student financial assistance; and (5) 
have lower education and general expenditures than do similar Institutions. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal goals were to: 
o Maintain the Department's commitment to historically black colleges, 
o Provide technical assistance to and review of on-going projects, 
o Notify applicants by June 30, 1984 of funding status. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o The Department made 90 awards to historically black colleges; 19 of those 
awards were new (as shown In Table 1). 

o Program staff visited Institutions In serious trouble. 

o The program staff was able to provide special assistance to institutions 
with the greatest need. 

C. Cost. Benefits and Effectiveness 
Types of Benefits : 

The Title III program was originally established to provide assistance to 
historically black colleges or other Institutions with similar problems. 
The Administration looks to this program as an Important funding source 
for historically black colleges. The Program consists of four efforts as 
described below. 

The Strengthening Institutions Program (Part A) provides one-to-three-year 
renewabl e grants and four-to-seven-year non-renewable grants. At least 25 
percent of the funds appropriated under this program must be used for 
non-renewable grants. At least 24 percent of the funds must be awarded to 
two-year Institutions. Funds may be used for planning or faculty develop- 
ment, curriculum development, special services, management Improvement 
activities, the purchasing of equipment for curriculum and management 
Improvement, and the shared use of facilities. 

The Institutions with Special Needs Program (Part B) provides non-renewable 
one-to-five-year grants. Historically black colleges and universities 
must receive at least 50 percent of the funds which they received under 
Title III 1n fiscal year 1979, or $27,035,000. At least of 30 percent of 
the funds under this program must be awarded to two-year Institutions. 
Funds may be used for planning or faculty development, curriculum develop- 
ment special services or management Improvement activities, the purchasing 
of equipment for curriculum and management Improvement, and the shared use 
of facilities. 

The Challenge Grant Program (Part C) 1s no longer authorized to make new 
award's! Funds have been transferred to the Endowment Grant Program. 

The Endowment Grant Program (Part C) provides eligible Institutions with a 
Federal government matcn of Institutionally raised endowment funds. The 
minimum award 1s for $50,000, and the maximum award 1s $250,000 for FT 
1984, and $500,000 thereafter. Institutions are eligible to receive two 
grants within a five-year cycle. The cycle begins the first year that an 
Institution receives an award. An Institution must, however, establish 
eligibility for program participation each year 1t applies for funds. 
There are no restrictions on the use of the Income produced by the endow- 
ment except that an Institution may not spend more than 50 percent of the 
annual Income produced. The endowment corpus may not be spent for the 
20-year grant period. 
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Tablt 1 

Institutional Aid Program Obligations by Institutional 
Ethnicity, Level of Offering, and Control, Fiscal Yaar 1983* 

Noncompetlng New 

Continuations Projects Total 

Ethnicity ffimiSor Obligations jjggor Obligations dumber Obligations 

Historically 71 $34,154,103 19 $7,393,767 90 $41,547,870 

Black 

WMtt 344 $80,536,305 49 $5,827,704 393 $86,364,009 

Natlva 6 $ 1,500,063 2 $ 280.875 8 $ 1,780,938 
Am r lean 

Asian 3 $ 927.191 0 0 3 927.191 
Pacific 

Hispanic 10 $ 2.458.145 5 $ 585.516 15 $ 2.996,661 

Laval of 
Of faring 
and Control 

4-Yaar 157 $44,963,382 18 $4,713,535 175 $49,676,917 
Private 

4-Yaar 82 $27,990,019 16 $4,116,721 98 $32,106,740 
Public 

2-Yaar 25 $ 4,250,174 7 $1,200,024 32 $ 5,450,198 
Private 

2-Yaar 170 $42,373,232 34 $4,010,582 204 $46,382,814 
Publ 1c 

Total: 13T $119,575,807 7S $14,040,862 S133.616.66fl> 

a. An additional $296,050 Mill bt fundad from FY 1984 funds for proposals 
submitted for FY 1983 compaction. 

b. Supplamantal funds for 1983 provided an additional $284,122 for Historically 
Black Colleges and $615,684 for other minority Institutions. 

Source: See E.l. below 
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Program Scope : Table 2 provides a detailed breakdown on the distribution 
of awards by part for each type of grant 1n FY 1983 and FY 1984. In FY 
1984 5.2 million from Part B was transferred to the new Endowment Grant 
Program. 

The historically black colleges receive significant fundi ig from this pro- 
gram. The Administration, to meet Its goal of Increasing Federal funding 
to black colleges, has made significant Improvement 1n Increasing black 
college funding through this program. The Improvement can be seen 1n 
Table 1: black colleges represent .29 percent of the continuation funding 
but account for 53 percent of the new funding. Black colleges account for 
16 percent of the colleges that have continuation finding but account for 
25 percent of the colleges with new funding. 

Program Effectiveness ; In October 1983, the Department completed a study 
of the Institutional Aid Program and a workbook for program managers. The 
workbook suggests that funded activities must be an integral part of the 
Institution's development plan 1f the activities are to be successful. 
The president and other principal administrative officers must support 
these plans and have an active role 1n the institution's developmental 
activities. There must be strong administrative support for activities 
begun before receipt of Federal funds. Accounting procedures must be in 
place to track developmental costs of the project. 

As the study explained, to be successful an activity must make a significant 
contribution to the institution's development and viability. Development 
may be less a matter of growth than a matter of attaining a modest, more 
cost-effective operation. Conversely, developmental activities may lead to 
desirable but more costly operation with the potential for increased revenue. 
In either case, as the study showed, these developmental activities take 
more time than 1s commonly believed. The study also showed that the Insti- 
tution must be committed to the success of the activity; 1n fact, if the 
Federal funding exceeds 10 percent of the Institutional revenue, the 
institution is not financially committed and the activities will fail. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The FY 1984 funding level was >N $1 34,416,000. Appropriation language was 
added in both FY 1984 and FY 1985\to ensure funding for historically black 
colleges at a level of not less than $45,741,000, an increase over the 
FY 1983 obligation. The appropriation language applies the setaslde 
for black colleges to all of Title III, and not just for Part B as 1s 
stated 1n the legislation. 

The Challenge Grant Program 1s being terminated. No new awards have been 
made since FY 1983. Challenge Grant funds, except for those needed to 
complete non-competing continuation awards through FY 1986, have been 
combined with the funds that must be provided from the cost-sharing portion 
of the Special Needs Program. 
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Tablt 2 

Obligations by Program, Fiscal Ytars/1983 and 1984 

Number of 

Number of Hew Avaraga Federal Cost 
0ascr1pt1va Haasuras Awards Awards Award 1n thousands 

1983 1984 1983 1984 1983 1984 1983 1984 

Part A: 
StrsngthaMng 
Program 

Planning Grants 11 7 - $ 24 $ 23 $269 $159 

1. to 3-Yaar 120 118 31 19 $141 $127 $16,979 $14,978 

Grants 

4- to 7-Year 147 152 - 0 $306 $311 $45,025 $47,271 

Grants 

Part B: 
Spaclal Naads 

1- to 5-Yaar 175 176 18 0 $353 $325 $61,846 $57,193 
Awards 

Part C: 

Challenge Grants 56 45 14 0 $170 $171 $9,500 $7,680 
Part C: 

Endowment Grants N/A N/A N//< $7,135 

Program Total : 509 498 

Total Cost: $133,617 $134,416 

Source: See E.I below 
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0. Pla ns for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation - 
(Continued) 

The Oepartment has proposed to consolidate the current four-program con- 
figuration Into two programs. The similar programs under Part A and Part 
B will be merged Into a single program. The Endowment Grant Program will 
be maintained and the Challenge Grant Program w1U.be phased out. 

The Oepartment has proposed simplifying the eligibility rules. Instead of 
using six eligibility criteria 1n two programs, the Department has proposed 
two criteria and one program. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

2. Davis, Junius; Ironside, Roderick; and Van Sant, Jerry. Factors Associ- 
ated with Successful Developmental Investment In Title III Eligible 
Institutions : A special Report to Program Managers in the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education , Raleigh, N.C.: Research Triangle Institute, October 

vm~. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

An evaluation of 51 Title III recipients was recently completed (see E.2 
below). 'No new studies are planned. 

Conta cts for Further Information 

Program operations: Caroline J. G1ll1n, (202) 245-2384 
Program studies: James Maxwell, (202) 245-7884 



Notes 



1. The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 effectively raised the 
authorization level from $129,600,000 to the higher appropriation 
for FY 1982, FY 1983 and FY 1984. 

2. Includes a $10 million supplemental appropriation. 

3. Includes a $4,816,000 supplemertal appropriation 1n the FY 1983 
supplemental appropriation bill. 
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MINORITY INSTITUTIONS SCIENCE IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

(CFDA No. 84.120) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Le gislation : National Science Foundation Act of 1950, Section 3(a)(1), 
Public Law 81-507, as amended, (42 U.S.C. 1862); Department of Education 
Organization Act, Section 304, (20 U.S.C. 3444) Omnibus Budget Reconcili- 
ation Act, Sect jns 515(d) and 528 (3) as extended by General Educational 
Provisions Act, Section 414 (20 U.S.C. 1226a). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 



Purpose : To help minority Institutions Improve the quality of preparation 
of their students for graduate work or careers 1n science; to Improve the 
access of undergraduate minority students to careers 1n the sciences, 
mathematics, and engineering; to Improve access for precollege minority 
students to careers 1n science and engineering through community outreach 
programs conducted through eligible minority colleges and universities; 
and to Improve the capability of minority Institutions for self -assessment, 
management, and evaluation of their science programs and dissemination of 
the^ 1 results. 

E ligibility : Private and public accredited 2- and 4-year Institutions of 
higher education are eligible 1f their enrollments are predominantly (50 
percent or more) American Indian; Alaskan Native; black, not of Hispanic 
origin; Hispanic; Pacific Islander; or any combination of these or other 
disadvantaged ethnic minorities who are underrepresented 1n science and 
engineering. Proposals may also be submitted by nOn-proflt sdence-orlented 
organizations, professional scientific societies, and all non-profit accred- 
ited colleges and universities which will render a needed service to a group 
of Institutions for the Minority Institutions Science Improvement Program 
(MISIP) or provide In-service training for project directors, scientists or 
engineers from eligible minority Institutions. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

o Maintain the Department's commitment to minority Institutions, 
o Provide participants with technical assistance and conduct audit reviews, 
o Complete processing of grant applications within 6 months of closing 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$5,000,000 
5,000,000 
5,000,000 
5,000,000 
5,000,000 



$5,000,000 
5,000,000 
4,800,000 
4,800,000 
4,800,000 



notice. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments I 

o The Department processed all grants In a timely manner. 

o The Department's commitment to program was maintained fo r FY 1985. 

o Technical assistance 1n FY 1984 was limited. 

.C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Program Scope ; Distribution of the awards 1n FY 19R3 was similar to that 1n 
FY 1982. Most of the funds were expended for Institutional, Cooperative 
or Special grants. In FY 84, no proposal was rated high enough to be funded 
in the Cooperative and Design categories. Total awards fell from 39 1n FY 
1983 to 34 1n FY 1984. 

Table 1 

Total Aid Average Distribution of Awards for 
Minority Institutions Science Improvement Program 
For Fiscal Years 1982, 1983, and 1984 

AWARDS 








198Z 


1983 




1984 




Award Type 


Max. Size 
and DuraOoiL 


Amount 
Number 


Average 
Amount 


Amount 
Number 


Average 
Amount 


Amount 
Number 


Average 
Amoun^^ 


Institution 


1 $300,000 
(3 yrs) 


$3,158,400 
(14) 


$225,600 


$2,946,000 
(14) 


$210,429 


$3,703,396 
(16) 


$231 V 


Cooperative 


^OO.OOO 

(.' ys) 


$490,558 
(2) 


$245,279 


$527,232 

m 


$263,616 


0 
0 




Design 


$20,000 

(i yr.) 


$39,260 
(2) 


$19,630 


$$5,210 
(3) 


$18,403 


0 
0 




Special 


(150,000 
(2 yrs) 


$1,100,518 
(20) 


$55,026 


$1,130,000 
(20) 


$56,500 


$1,086,604 
(18) 


$60,367 



SOURCt: See E. oeiOw. 

Program EffecU^iiess : Staff analysis of the Interim and final grants reveal 
tnat more tnan 75 percent of the grant-1n1t1ated activities have been 1n 
some cases, institutional records were sufficient to assess the program, 
but the program should be better documented by the Institution so that the 
performance of this program can be assessed, (see E, below) 

D. Pl ans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

Program priorities will be improving the guallty of Instruction in mathematics 
and science at minority institutions, and Improving access for minority 
students to careers In science and engineering. 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

o Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

,.F. Other Supporting Data 

Table 2 Indicates that 172 out of 260 eligible Institutions (66 percent) 
participated 1n the program through FY 1984. 

Table 2 

Minority Institutions Science Improvement Program 
Institutional Participation FY; 1972-84 







Number 


Number of 


Predominant 


Number 


of 


Institutions 


Minority Group 


Eligible a/ 


Awards 


Receiving Awards b/ 


Alaskan Native 


4 


2 


1 


American Indian 


25 


26 


19 b/ 


Black 


158 


211 


110 f) 


Mexican American 


16 


17 


10 ^ 


Puerto R1can 


25 


37 


17 


M1 crones 1 an 


2 


3 


1 


Combination 


30 


2d 


14 b/ 


TOTAL 


260 a/ 


343 


172 b/ 



a. Ooes not Include 34 Institutions whose eligibility /accreditation 1s 
uncertain or which are not-accredited. 



b. Includes nine non-accredited American Indian Institutions, and one 
Hawaiian Institution not Included 1n the current eligibility count. 

Source: See E. above 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies are 1n progress or planned. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Argella Velez Rodriguez, (202) 245-3253 
Program studies: J1m Maxwell, (202) 245-7884 
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LAW SCHOOL CLINICAL EXPERIENCE PROGRAM 
(CFDA No. 84.097) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IX, Part E, as amended by 
P.L. 9S-374 (20 U.S.C. 1134n-1134p). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $ 7,500,000 $4,000,000 

1981 5,000,000 3,000,000 

1982 1,000,000 960,000 

1983 1,000,000 605,000 

1984 1,030,000 1,000,000 



Purpose : To establish or expand programs 1n accredited law schools to 
provide clinical experience to law students. 

Eligibility : Individual accredited law schools and a combination or consort- 
ium of accredited law schools. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the major program objectives were to continue funding success- 
ful projects, and to fund new projects that met the funding criteria. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

In FY 1984, 44 applicants were awarded $1 million. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served : During academic year 1983-84, about 870 law students 
benefited from a supervised clinical experience supported by the 29 project 
grants. Most of these students gained legal experience 1n the preparation 
and trial of actual cases, Including administrative cases and the settle- 
ment of suits outside the courtroom, by providing real services, under 
supervision, to actual clients. 
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Types of Benefits Provided : The Law School Clinical Experience program 
supports expanded supervision of students engaged 1n clinical experience 
while allowing Institutions to develop and expand their clinical curricula. 

Program Scope ; For academic year 1983-84, $605,000 was awarded from 
fiscal year 1983 funds to support clinical legal education programs at 
29 law schools. The average grant was about $21,000. Academic year 
1984-85 grant award amounts will be slightly Mgher. 

Program Effect 1 veness : Since the program was first funded 1n FY 1978, more 
than 100 law schools have received $12.5 million to support their clinical 
legal education program. These grants have enabled law schools to: 

1. Develop new areas of clinical experience and Incorporate them 1n law 
school curriculum. 

2. Increase the participation of law school faculty 1n the supervision 
of students 1n clinical legal education programs, 

3. Provide appropriate and Improved supervision of students enrolled 1n 
clinical programs. 

4. Increase the number of students participating 1n clinical programs. 

5. Improve skills of law students 1n Interviewing witnesses, conducting 
Investigation and analysis, counseling clients, negotiating compromises, 
drafting documents, advocating before legal decisionmakers, and train- 
ing 1n professional responsibility. 

6. Oevelop appropriate plans to assume the entire costs of these programs 
without Federal funding. 

D« Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation ; 

Most of the nation's accredited law schools now have programs of clinical 
experience. For example, the Ford Foundation-sponsored Council on '.egal 
Education for Professional Responsibility has spent about $7 million over 
the past 10 years to support about 100 clinical legal education programs. 
Law schools are now Including such clinics 1n their regular budgets. 
Consequently, the Administration sees no justification for continued 
Federal funding of this program. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above ; 

o Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 
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F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(b) 

No studies related f this program are planned or 1n progress. 
Contacts for Further Information 
Program operations: Charles Griffith, (202) 245-3253 
Program studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-8281 
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LEGAL TRAINING FOR THE DISADVANTAGED 
(CFDA No. 84.136) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IX, Part D; as amended by 
P. L. 96-374 (20 U.S.C. 11 341 -11 34m). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Author 4 zatlon Appropriation 

1980 Indefinite $1,000,000 

1981 $5,000,000 1,000,000 

1982 1,000,000 960,000 

1983 1,000,000 1,000,000 

1984 1,000,000 1,000,000 



Purpose : To assist persons from disadvantaged backgrounds to undertake 
training 1n the legal profession. 

Eligibility : Public and private agencies and organizations other than Insti- 
tutions of higher education are eligible to apply for grants or contracts 
under this program. A noncompetitive project grant 1s awarded annually to 
the Council on Legal Educational Opportunity (CLEO) to administer the program. 

The law schools are expected to absorb half the cost of the summer institutes 
and to provide tuition scholarships, as well as other forms of financial 
aid, to CLEO studtt.its. Federal support for CLEO generates an estimated 
$3 million annually 1n cash and services from the law schools. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives j 

o Redress the substantial underrepresentatlon of minority and econ|om1cally 
disadvantaged groups within the legal profession. 

o Serve those persons *ho aspire and are guallfled to enter the legal pro- 
fession but who because of substantial economic deficiency and marginal 
admissions credentials, may be unable to gain admission to law school 
under prevailing standards. 

o Provide these students with the opportunity for law school matriculation 
through the operation of summer Institutes and the provision of annual 
fellowships. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Support through this program has enabled the Council on Legal Education 
Opportunity, 1n concert with participating law schools, to: 

o Identify prospective law students In need of services provided by the 
program. 

o Conduct seven regional Institutes across the country to provide Intensive 
pre-law training to students In the summer prior to their entrance Into 
law school; evaluate each student at the end of the Institute, 1n terms 
of his/her potential for successfully mastering the law school curricu- 
lum; and provide law school placement assistance for all successful 
students. 

o Provide $1 ,0t)0 annual stipends to all students who have successfully 
completed the summer institutes and are enrolled 1n a law school 
accredited by the American Bar Association. 

o Maintain records concerning law school enrollment, bar performance, 
and employment data of Individuals served by the program. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served; In the 1982-83 academic year, 229 new students and 308 
continuing students were supported. In 1983-84, 210 new students 327 
continuing students were supported. Altogether about 3,500 students have 
participated 1n the CLEO program at about 150 law schools. Table 1 
summarizes awards for FY 1983 and 1984. 

Institutes : During academic year 1983-84, more than 200 potential first- 
year law students received six weeks of Intensive pre-law training during 
the summer at seven law schools selected by CLEO to run these Institutes. 
About 99 percent of these students completed the Institutes and were ad- 
mitted to law schools. They joined over 300 other CLEO students 1n their 
second or third year of legal study. 

Types of Benefits Provided : The CLEO program has two central components 
of direct service to students 1n addition to Its services to the law schools. 
The two primary student components are six-week summer Institutes of Intens- 
ive legal study for prospective law students and annual fellowships of 
$1 ,000 to those successful graduates of the summer Institutes who attend 
law schools. Participating law schools also waive tuition and fees for 
these students. 

Program Effectiveness : In the past 15 years, CLEO has helped 3,480 stu- 
dents from disadvantaged backgrounds gain admission to law schools. As of 
February 1983, 1,771 CLEO students had successfully completed law schools. 
(See E below.) 
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Table 1 

Summary of Awards and Expenses for CLEO, 
Academic Years 1983-84 and 1984-85 



New Awards - 

Continuations - 

Summer Institutes - 

CLEO - Administrative 
Costs 

Total 



Academic 1983-843/. 



Academic 1984-85*/ 



Amount 
$229,000 
308,000 
210,010 

253,000 

$100,000 



Number of 
Students 

229 

308 



Amount 
$210,000 
328,000 



200 (est.) 210,000 
252,000 
737 $100,000 



Number of 
Students 

210 

327 

200 (est.) 



737 



a/ Funds for Academic Year 1983-84 were appropriated 1n Fiscal Year 1983 
while funds for Academic Year 1984-85 were appropriated 1n Fiscal 
Year 1984. 



0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

During Its first two years of operation, the program was funded solely from 
private sources. With Federal assistance, the program gained visibility and 
demonstrated Its effectiveness 1n training disadvantaged Individuals for 
successful careers 1n the legal profession. Now recognized as effective, 
this program should attract support from businesses and other organizations 
which have a direct Interest 1n training or employing CLEO fellows providing 
strong justification for the Administration's proposed elimination of 
this program. 



E. Supporting Studies and Analyses 



Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department 
of Education, 1984 
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F. Other Supporting Data 



Table 2 



Racial Composition of CLEO Participants 1n 
Academic Year 1981-82 and 1982-831/ (E.) 



1 981 -82 



1982-83 



Number 



Percent 
of Total 



Number 



Percent 
of Total 



Black 

Hispanic Americans 

Asian Americans 

American Indians 

Caucasians 

Others 

TOTAL 




301 
199 
19 
3 

13 



54.2 
35.9 
3.4 
.5 
2.3 
3.6 



326 
158 
18 
8 
15 
6 



61 .4 
29.8 
3.4 
1.5 
2.8 
1.1 
TOO 



Source: See E. above. 
III. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are 1n progress or planned. 
Contacts for Further Information 
Program operations: Charles Griffith, (202) 245-3253 
Program studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-7884 



1. Of the total CLEO students 1n 1982-83, 283 or (53 percent) were women. 



Note 
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FELLOWSHIPS FOR GRADUATE AND PROFESSIONAL STUDY 
(CFDA No. 84.094) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IX, Part B, as amended by 
P.L. S5-374 (20 U,S.C. 1134d-l 134g). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 1/ 1/ 

1981 $60,000,000 2/ $12,030,000 

1982 14,000,000 "" 10,560,000 

1983 14,000,000 11,920,000 

1984 14,000,000 13,500,000 



Purpose : To assist graduate and professional students who demonstrate finan- 
cial need. Fellowships may be awarded to support students 1n the following 
categories: (1) Graduate and Professional Opportunity Fellowships, awarded 
to Individuals from groups who are underrepresented 1n graduate or profession- 
al study; (2) Public Service Education Fellowships, awarded to Individuals 
who plan to begin or continue a career 1n public service; and (3) Mining 
Fellowships, awarded to Individuals who plan to study domestic mining and 
mineral fuel conservation. 

Eligibility : Any Institution of higher education with a graduate or profes- 
sional program leading to an advanced or professional degree. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

Graduate and Professional Opportunities Fellowships are Intended : 

o To provide access to graduate and professional education for qualified 
minorities and women who otherwise might be unable to obtain graduate 
level education; 

o To meet national empl oyment needs for wel 1 trained Individuals, particular- 
ly minorities and women, 1n career fields of high national priority; 

o To provide Incentives to Institutions of higher education to recruit 500 
new students, maintain 700 continuation students, and graduate 500 minority 
and women students 1n high quality professional and academic programs. 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 
Public Service Fellowships are Intended : 

o To provide access to graduate education In the public service areas 
for 259 qualified minorities and women who otherwise might be unable 
to obtain graduate level education; 

o To Increase the representation of minorities and women at the highest 
levels of public service, especially at the State and local levels; 
and 

o To provide Incentives to Institutions of higher education to recruit 
120 new students, maintain 130 continuation students, and graduate 
100 minority and women students 1n h1gh-qual1ty public service pro- 
grams. 

Because no funds were appropriated for Mining Fellowships for FY 1984, 
the goals and objectives for this program have not been established. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Graduate and Professional Opportunities Fellowships 

o Grantees recruited 1015 minority students and women for fellowships 
1n th<! fields of study selected during the peer review process. 

o More than 50 percent of fellowships were awarded 1n the physical 
sciences, engineering, and life sciences. 

o The program awarded $1,300,000 1n fellowships to 15 historically 
black colleges and universities 1n the FY 1984 competition. 

Public Service Fellowships 

o The program encouraged practical experiences and Internships 1n 
public administration positions as an Integral part of the curriculum 
for MP A programs. 

o The composition of the students participating 1n the program has 
changed from predominantly white males to predominantly women and 
minority males. 

o The program supported five historically black colleges and universities 
by awarding about $164,000 1n fellowships to students at those Institu- 
tions under the FY 1984 competition. 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Students Served : In FY 1984, ED awarded fellowship stipends based on 
financial need up to a maximum of $4,500 per 12-mont.i period. It also 
allowed an Institutional allowance of $3,900 per year for each fellow 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness (Continued) 

enrol lei 1n the program. Fellows must be full-time students and ordinarily 
cannot nave the fellowships renewed beyond a 36-month period. 

Program Scope 

Graduate and Professional Opportunities Fellowships 

From fiscal year 1984 funds, 138 grants totaling $11 million were made to 
colleges and universities to support 777 students 1n their second or third 
year of full-time graduate or professional study, and to support another 
547 new students beginning study during 1984-85. The fellows are expected 
to study 1n academic and professional areas 1n roughly the same proportions 
as they have previously. 

Table 1 
Distribution of Award 
By Area for Academic Year 1984-85 

Percent 
of Tota l 

19.3 
20.1 
18.5 
14.9 
4.5 
1.8 



13.9 
5.4 
1.0 
TOO 



From fiscal year 1984 funds, 58 grants totaling $2.5 million were made to 
colleges ana* universities to support 137 students 1n their second year 
of full-time graduate study, and to support another 122 new students 
beginning their first year of study during 1984-85 1n the field of public 
administration or closely related areas . Fellows supported under the 
program are restricted to study to' 'the field of Public Administration 
or to closely related areas ^such as urban affairs, public policy analysis, 
International affairs, and environmental /natural resources administration. 

Program Effectiveness 

Graduate and Professional Opportunities Fellowships 

Final reports received during the fall of 1983 1nd1catf that 60 students 
were awarded Ph.Ds., and 193 students were awarded masters degrees or the 
first professional degree In law. The doctoral degrees were earned 1n 

the following areas: 



Number 

1984-85 of Awards 



Source: See E. 
Public Service Fellowships 



Physical Sciences 


256 


Engineering 


274 


Life Sciences 


245 


Social Sciences 


197 


Psychol ogy 


60 


Humanities 


24 


Professions: 






184 


Business 


72 


v£duia^1on 


12 


1/.324 


below* / 
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Table 2 

Distribution of Ph.D's by Area 
Academic Year 1982-83 




Percent 

Ph.Ds. of Total 

Life Sciences 20 

Physical Sciences 23 

Engineering/Computer Science 8 

Social Sciences 8 

Other Professions 1 

~oTT 

Source: See E. below. 
Public Service Fellowships 

■ 

In Academic Year 1983-8* an estimated 140 Public Service fellows received 
master's degrees 1n public administration or closely related fields. Insti- 
tutional projections Indicate that another 150 will be awarded a master's 
degree during 1983-84. Detailed Information on program participants by race 
and sex 1s provided under Section F below. 

D. Plans tor Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration has requested no funds for the Graduate and Professional 
Opportunities Fellowships program . Currently, there is a wide variety of 
non-Federal sources of financial support available for minorities and women 
pursuing graduate study, especially 1n engineering and science. These 
Include support from postsecondary Institutions, foundations, and other 
private sources. Federal financial assistance 1s available to graduate 
students through the Work Study program and the National Direct Student Loan 
program. In addition, through the Guannteed Student Loan program's Auxiliary 
Loan Assistance, graduate students will be eligible for loans of up to $8,000 
annually. 

Also, there 1s no need for Federal encouragement of graduate study 1n the 
public service field . Many Institutions currently offer high level, high 
quality graduate programs 1n public administration and there 1s already a 
substantial supply of qualified persons to fill public service jobs. The 
number of master's degrees awarded 1n public service fields Increased by 
141.5 percent between academic years 1970-71 and 1978-79, and doctoral degrees 
awarded 1n these fields Increased by 106.7 percent during the same period. 
Graduate students 1n public service fields are eligible to receive Federal 
financial assistance through the Work-Study program and the National Direct 
Student Loan program. Under the Guaranteed Student Loan program's Auxiliary 
Loan Assistance, graduate students will be eligible for loans of up to $8,000 
per year to support their education. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Section C Above 

Program files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 
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F. Other Supporting Data 

Program participation by sex and race follow for each program: 
Graduate and Professional Opportunities Program 

On the basis of five years of program experience, It 1s expected that the 
distribution of 1984 fellows by sex and race will be similar to the 
fiscal year 1983 distribution, which was as follows: 

Table 3 

Distribution of Fellows 1n the Graduate and Professional Study Program 

By Race - Academic Year 1983-84 





Number of 


Percent 




Fellows \ 


of Total 


Black 


598 


49.8 


Hispanic 


266 


22.2 


Asian American 


61 


5.1 


Native American 


50 


4.2 


White Women 


225 


18.8 


Total 


12M 





Women accounted for more than 50 percent of the fellows 1n the academic 
year 1983-84 program. (Source: See E. above.) 

Public Service Fellowships 

The composition of the students participating In the program has changed 
from predominantly white male to predominantly women and minority males. 
The number of minority and female participants 1s expected to gradually 
Increase. The FY 1984 distribution 1s as follows: 

Table 4 

Distribution of Awards 1n the Public Service Fellowships Program 
By Ethnicity for Academic Year 1984-85 



Number "ercent 
ETHNICITY of Fellows of Total 



White 






Men 


83 


. 32 


Women 


99 


38 


Black 


42 


16 


Hispanic 


27 


10.4 


Asian-American 


7 


2.7 


Native American 


1 


1 


Total 




iuu 



Women accounted for about 63 percent of the fellows In the academic 
year 1984-85 program (Source: See E. above). 
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III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

t 

No studies of this program are planned or 1n progress. 



Contacts for Further Information 

program operations: Charles Griffith, (202) 245-3253 

Program studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-8281 



Notes 

1. The Education Amendments (P.L. 96-374) of 1980 provided for a new 
Part B of Title IX of HEA of 1965. The new Part B voids and re- 
places the old Part B (Graduate/Profess1onaOducat1on Opportunities 
Program), ParT C (Public Service Fellowships), and Part 0 (0o*mest1c 
Mining and Mineral and Mineral Fuel Conservation Fellowships) and 
constitutes a new Part B 1n which the separate authorities were 
combined <nto one authority. For Information on each program prior 
to FY 1981, see the ED Annual Evaluation Report for FY 1981. 

t 

2. Under the consolidated Part B, Section (e), at least as much money 
must be spent each year on Public Service Fellowships, Mining Fellow- 
ships, and Graduate and Professional Opportunities Fellowships as 
was spent 1n FY 1979 for each of these categories. 
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FULBRIGHT-HAYS TRAINING GRANTS PROGRAM 
(CFOA Nos. 84.019, 84.020, 84.021, 84.022) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 



Legislation : Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange Act of 1^61 (Ful- 
bdght-Hays Act), Section 102(b)(6) P.L. 87-256, (22 U.S.C. 2452 (b)(6)) 
and Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954, Sections 
104(b)(2) and (3) P.L. 83-480, (7 U.S.C. 1691). (No expiration 'date). 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 



Purpose : This program provides for faculty research abroad, foreign 
curriculum consultants, group projects abroad, and doctoral dissertation 
research abroad. 

Faculty Research Abroad 



To strengthen programs of International studies at universities and colleges 
by providing opportunities for research and study abroad 1n foreign 
language and area studies, by enabling faculty members to keep current 1n 
their specialties, facilitating curriculum updating, and by helping to 
Improve teaching .nethods and materials. 

Foreign Curriculum Consultants 

To enable Institutions to bring specialists from other countries to the 
United States to help plan and develop curricula 1n modern foreign languages 
and area studies. ) 

Group Projects Abroad 

To help educational institutions improve their programs 1n modern foreign 
languages and areas. 

Doctoral Dissertation Research Abroad 

To provide opportunities for graduate students to do full-time dissertation 
research abroad In modern foreign languages and area studies and to 
develop research knowledge and capability about areas of the world not 
widely studied 1n American institutions. 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



II 



$3,000,000 
6,200,000 
4,800,000 
5,000,000 
5,000,000 
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Eligibility : 

Faculty Research Abroad 

Any accredited American college or university offering Instruction 1n 
foreign languages and area studies, Faculty candidates must be U.S. citi- 
zens or nationals who are experienced In foreign language and area studies. 
Candidates must have engaged In at least half-time teaching or research 
relevant to their area of specialization during the two years preceding the 
date <)f the award and must possess adequate skills 1n the language of the 
country or a language germane to the region where the project would be 
undertaken. 

Foreign Curriculum Consultants 

State departments of education, local public school systems, accredited 
Institutions of higher education, private non-profit educational 
organizations, or a consortium of these institutions. 

Group Projects Abroad 

Accredited universities, 4-year colleges, community and junior colleges, 
State departments of education, private nonprofit educational organizations, 
or a consortium of Institutions. 

Eligible Individuals must be (1) U.S. citizens or nationals and (2) faculty 
members 1n foreign language or area studies; experienced educators respons- 
ible for conducting, planning, or supervising programs 1n foreign language 
or urea studies at the elementary, secondary, or junior college levels; or 
graduate students or upperclassmen who plan teaching careers 1n foreign 
languages, area studies, or world affairs. 

Doctoral Dissertation Research Abroad 

Candidates must be U.S. citizens or nationals or permanent residents of the 
United States; plan to teach 1n a U.S. Institution of higher education; be 
enrolled 1n an eligible U.S. Institution; be admitted to candidacy for 
a doctoral degree 1n foreign language or area studies; and, provide evidence 
of adequate foreign language skills to carry out effectively the proposed 
research. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

The goal and objectives for FY 1984 were to award project grants and fellow- 
ships within the prescribed schedule. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Faculty Research Abroad : Following a national competition Including 
domestic peer review and overseas host country approval, the Department 
made 38 awards to institutions for Individual Faculty Research Fellowships. 
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B - Progress and Accomplishments - (Continued) 

Foreign Curriculum Consultants: Twenty-five applications, representing 13 
states t for tne Foreign Curriculum Consultants program Mere received. 
All applications were reviewed by a panel of external acaden.lc experts, by 
ED staff, and by the 8oard of Foreign Scholarships, which resulted 1n 
nine awards. 

Group Projects Abroad: N1nety-f1ve applications were received from 30 
states, the DfstMct of Columbia and Puerto R1co for Group Projects Abroad. 
All applications were reviewed by a panel of experts, ED staff and by the 
Board of Foreign Scholarships, which ,-esulted 1n awards. 

Doctoral Dissertation R esearch Abroad : After a national competition that 
involved domestic peer review and overseas host country approval, 108 
awards were made for Individual research fellowships. 

C . Co ns, Benefits , and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : The following awards were made 1n FY 1984: 

0 Faculty Research Abroad: 38 fellowships at 26 Institutions for a total 
amount of 5778,251 . 

0 Foreign Cur riculum Consultants : nine projects for a total of $205,000. 

o Group Proje cts Abroad : 34 projects for a total of $2,278,114; 23 pro- 
jects used U.S. dollars 1n the amount of $1,604*569 and 11 projects 
were supported under the U.S. -owned foreign currency category for a 
total of $673,545. 

0 Doct oral Dissertation Research Abroad : 108 fellowships to 26 list1 - 
tutlons tor a total of $1 ,599,749. 

0 Special B1 - lateral Projects : eight projects for a total of $660,000 1n 
Italy, Israel, South Korea, China, Brazil, Liberia, India, and Pakistan. 

Program Effectiveness : No studies are planned or conpleted. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendati jns ^or Legislation 

o The Administrations did not request funds for ' ese activities for 
fiscal year 1985, which reflected the Admiration's effort to curtail 
Federal discretionary expenditures and to encourage Individuals, Insti- 
tutions, businesses, and other organizations to provide a greater 
share of support for International education and foreign lanquaqe 
studies. 
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E . Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Section C Abo ve 

Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

See Program Effectiveness (Section II. C) 1n Foreign Language Training and 
Area Studies. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are 1n progress or planned. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Kenneth D. Whitehead, (202) 245-9691 
Program studios: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-8281 
Note 

1. Indefinite autnorlzatlon for these activities. 
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FOREIGN LANGUAGE TRAINING AND AREA STUDIES 
(CFDA Nos. 84.015, 84.016, 84.017, 84.153) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 



Islatlon: Higher Education Act of 1965, Title VI, as amended by 
55-374 (20 U.S.C. 1121 et seq.). (Expires September 30, 1985) 



Funding Since 1980 : 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $75,000,000 $17,000,000 

1981 52,750,000 19,800,000 

1982 30,6b0,000 19,200,000 

1 983 30 ,600 ,000 21 ,000 ,000 

1984 30,600,000 25,800,000 



Purposes 

Undergraduate International Studies and Foreign Languages Programs : To 
(1) assist Institutions of higher education to plan, develop, and carry 
out a comprehensive program to strengthen and improve undergraduate in- 
struction 1n International studies and foreign languages, and (2) assist 
associations and organizations to develop projects that will make an 

•especially significant contribution to strengthening and Improving under- 
graduate Instruction 1n international studies and foreign languages. 

National Resource Cent ers: To promote Instruction 1n chose modern foreign 
languages and area and international studies critical to national needs by 
supporting the establishment, strengthening and operation of such programs 
at col lieges and universities. 

Foreign Language and Area Studies Fellowships : To meet c the needs of the 
United States for experts 1n modern fore'.jn languages, area studies, and 
world affairs by supporting fellowships for advanced study at Institutions 
for higher education. 

Internationa'. Research and Studies : To Improve foreign language and area 
studies training through support of research and studies, experimentation, 
and development of specialized instructional materials. 

Business a nd International Education Programs : To provide suitable Inter- 
national education and training for business personnel 1n various stages 
of professional development, and to promote education and training that 
will contribute to the ability of U.S. businesses to prosper 1n an inter- 
national economy. 



Eligibili ty 

• Undergraduate Programs : Accredited colleges and universities, and public 
and private non-profit agencies and organizations. 
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Eligibility - (Continued) 

Centers : Accredited American colleges and universities. 

Fellowships : Accredited Institutions of higher education offering compre- 
hensive graduate language and area and International studies are eligible 
to apply lor award quotas. 

Research and Studies : Institutions of higher education; qualified Individual 
researchers; State educational agencies; public school systems; and other 
educational ind professional organizations. 

Business Programs : Accredited colleges and universities linked with the 
business community engaged 1n foreign commerce. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

In FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for these program 
components were: 

Undergraduate International Studies and Foreign Languages Programs 

o Strengthen and Improve undergraduate Instruction 1n International studies 
and foreign languages; 

o Strengthen the acquisition of knowledge and skills 1n professional fields 
that have an International component, such as agriculture, business, 
education, law, and journalism, or that develop skills for the analysis 
of critical Issues such as economic development, technology utilization, 
national security, or International trade; 

i 

o Increase the use of computers teach modern foreign languages and to 
collect and analyze Information about critical International Issues. 

National Resource Centers 

o Urge grantees to adopt standards and testing procedures compatible with 
the most recent standards adopted by the American Council on the Teaching 
of Foreign languages; 

o Initiate or strengthen linkages between language and area studies and 
profession! schools; 

o Strengthen the language programs by Increasing to 10 hours of Instruc- 
tion per week 1n grantees' Introductory and Intermediate language skill 
courses, and add advanced third- and fourth-year regular language skill 
courses; 

o Begin or strengthen summer Intensive language Institutes; 

o Initiate or expand outreach activities in teacher education through 
technical assistance and In-service tninlng in language and area 
studies and International education. 
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A. Goals and Objectives : (Continued) 
Foreign Language and Area Studies Fellowships 

o Award fellowships to students who combine language and area studies 
with professional studies; 

o Award fellowships to students studying the less commonly taught languages 
and cultures of non-Western countries; 

o Award fellowships to students or faculty members enrolled 1n advanced, 
Intensive foreign language programs. 

Business and International Education 

o Promote Innovation and Improvement 1n International business education 
curricula and Increase the International skills of the business co*«uinlty 
through Unkager between Institutions of higher education and ths busi - 
ness community. 

The International Research and Studies Program 

o To emphasize the Improvement of foreign language Instruction through 
research. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Undergraduate International Studies and Foreign Language Programs 

o All funded projects Included a component deslgnod to strengthen and 
Improve undergraduate Instruction 1n modern foreign languages. 

o Two fundei projects, Including one submitted by the- American Association 
of Colleges for Teacher Education, Incorporated an International perspec- 
tive Into the core program of professional studies for teachers. The 
Educational Testing Service will conduct a ser1«s of workshops to train 
teachers of French, German, and Spanish 1n oral proficiency testing 
techniques. 

o Many projects Included computer assisted Instruction 1n foreign languages, 
or use inter-active TV Instructional systems for the teaching of Inter- 
national studies and foreign languages. 

National Resource Centers 

o Additional funds were allocated for work on proficiency testing using 
the most recenfc guidance frorc the Amerlcn Council on he Teaching of 
Foreign Languages. Proficiency testing was 1nclud«d as a priority 
activity for the Centers ap?1;-?<ig for FY 1985 funding. 

o Technical ass1 stance and comments on non-competing continuation applica- 
tions for FY 1984 st res sal the need to Improve 1ritra-un1ver$1ty linkages, 
particularly with professional schools 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments - (Continued) 

o Additional funds were allocated for Intensifying Introductory and Inter- 
mediate language Instruction or for adding third or fourth year language 
skill courses. 

o FY 1934 center grants, which cover the summer of 1985, Include allocations 
for the development of cooperative summer Intensive language programs. 

c Additional funds were devoted to teacher education activities and out- 
reach 1n the teacher education field will be a priority 1n FY 1985 
funding. 

Foreign Language and Area Studies 

o Combining language and area studies with professional school programs 
has been made a program funding priority. Oata are not yet available 
on the actual award patterns. 

o At least 75 percent of the fellowship awards were for the less-commonly 
taught non-Western languages. 

o Fellowship awards for students and faculty to participate 1n summer 
Intensive language programs were Increased, as a percentage of all 
fellowships, from 10.2 percent for the summer of 1984 to 13.8 percent 
for summer 1985. 

Business and International Education 

o All grantees have linkage agreements with the business community Involved 
1n export related trade or International economic activities. 

The international Research and Studi es Program 

o Funded projects Include those focusing on language proficiency testing, 
developing new Instructional m^.'.rlals, use of computers 1n language 
instruction, and Improving tsaOcng methodologies and language acquisi- 
tion. One project will develop a guidebook on how to evaluate foreign 
language programs at the college level. 

C. C'>sts. Benefits, and Ef fectivenes s: 

Program Scope : 

National Resou rce Center s: 91 centers were funded 1n fiscal year 1984 as 
^competing continuation awards, 78 of them tomprehenslve graluUe ami 
undergraduate and 13 of them undergraduate. The average unit cust for 
comprehensive centers was $139,460 and fi.p undergraduate center* $94,011, 
'he total Centers budget of $12.1 million was awarded. 

foreign Lang uage and Ar ea S tudies Fellowships : Non-competing con:1nuat1on 
awlHsfoTteiVowsMps were made to 117 Institutions repressing tho 
equivalent of about 800 academic year fellowships; about 14 perce.it. », ».ne 
fundi will be used for summer awards for advanced Intenslv* lar^ne 
training, 
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C. Costs,, Benefits, and Effectiveness : (Continued) 

Program Ef fectl veness : The Rand Corooratlon recently completed the second 
part of a two-phase evaluation of the Foreign Language and Area Studl »s Pro- 
gran). This study analyzed supply and demand trends for foreign language and 
area studies graduates, and assessed the relationships between employment 
and program-supported training. This study was reported 1n the FY 1983 
Annual Evaluation Report. (See E.2 below). 

Table i 

A Summary of Fundi rg By Program Areas 
Fiscal Years 1982, 1983, and 1984 

1982 1983 1984 



Undergraduate International studies 

and Foreign Language Programs 

No. of awards 50 54 71 

Avg. cost per program $38,760 $42,592 $42,254 

Total $1,933,000 $2,300,000 $3,000,000 

National Resource Centers 

No. of centers 90 91 91 

Avg. cost per center $113,045 $116,480 $132,967 

Total $10,174,000 $10,600,000 $12,100,000 

Foreign Language and Area Studies 
Fellowships 

No. of Institutions 113 117 117 

No, of fellowships 800 700 800 

Avg. cost per fellowship $7,406 $8,570 $9,000 
(academic year) 

Total $5,925,000 $6,000,000 $7,200,000 

International Research and Studies 

No. of awards 2S 22 27 

Avg. cost per study $40,103 $46,000 $55,556 

Total $1 ,163,000 $920,000 $1 ,500,000 

Business and International Education 

Program 

No. of awards 22 37 

'Wy. cost per project — $45,000 $54,054 

lotal — $1,000,000 $2,000,000 

)t: f «l, All Programs $19,200,000 $21 ,000,000 $25,800,000 
Source See E.l below. 
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0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration did not request funds for these activities for fiscal 
year 1985 . Many of the Institutions receiving assistance under this 
program have done so for many years, and these activities are now well- 
established parts of their curricula. The Administration believes that 
full funding responsibility should be assumed by the Institutions themselves. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above 

1. Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

2. Federal Support for Training for Language and Area Specialists : The 
Education and Careers of FLAS Fellowship Recipients fHnal Fepjrt for 
phase two of a two-part study Tor the U.S. Department of Education), 
Lorraine M. McDonnell and others, Rand Corporation, Santa Monica, 
California, 1983. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None 



III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No further studies of this program are planned or 1n progress. 

i 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Kenneth D. Whitehead, (202) 245-9691 
Program studies: Robert H. Berls, (202) 245-8281 
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COOPERATIVE EDUCATION 
(CFDA No. 84.055) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation ; Higher Education Act of 1965, Title VIII (20 U.S.C. 1133 - 
U33b.J as amended, Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (P.L. 97-35, 
Title V, Section 516 (h)). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 



Purposes : The program provides Federal support for (1) the planning, 
establishment, and development of cooperative education projects 1n higher 
education Institutions to demonstrate or explore the feasibility or value 
of Innovative methods of comprehensive Institutional cooperative education; 
and (2) research Into methods of Improving, developing, or promoting the 
use of cooperative education programs 1n Institutions of higher education. 
Cooperative education programs have alternating or parallel periods of 
academic study and employment related to the student's academic program or 
professional goals. 

Eligibility : Accredited Institutions of higher education and consortiums 
of such Institutions. Other nonprofit agencies and organizations are also 
eligible for training and research grants. 

II. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(a) 

A, Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984 the Department's principal objectives with respect to this 
program were to: 

o Stimulate Institutions to Initiate school-wide cooperative education 
for all students. 

o Stimulate the development of cooperative education programs for newly 
participating Institutions. 

o Provide training grants to assist faculty members and administrators to 
design and Implement cotoeratlve education programs and to emphasize 
the Improvement of training techniques. 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$28,000,000 
35,000,000 
20,000,000 
20,000,000 
20,000,000 



$15,000,000 
23,000,000 
14,400,000 
14,400,000 
14,400,000 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

In Fiscal Year 1984 the following activities were funded: 

o 17 comprehensive (all-1nst1tut1on) demonstration grants to bring the 
total to date to 45. 

o 159 project administration grants; 10 newly participating Institutions 
received five-year awards to assure funding over the development period. 

o Nine grants were awarded to assure nat1on-w1de training opportunities. 

C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Types of Benefits : Four categories of grants are provided under this 
program. 

1. Administration grants : projects generally focus on a single, department 
or cluster of departments 1n an Institution of higher education. Funds 
are used to develop and strengthen cooperative education programs and 
to strengthen and expand linkages with empK »rs (and local high school 
cooperative education programs). 

2. Comprehensive demonstration grants : large grants assist Institutions 
to plan and Initiate institution-wide cooperative educational approaches 
to postsecondary programs of study. 

3. Research grants : projects collect, study and d1ssem1n^ v e Information 
on cooperative education programs and practices. \ 

4. Training grants : projects provide Institution program directors and 
faculty and professionals 1n business with Information on how to 
administer; and expand their cooperative education programs. 

Program Scope : In fiscal year 1984, 379 applications were submitted by 
eligible applicants reguestlng a total of $53,943,268. qable 1) 

From the $14.4 million appropriation, grants were awarded 'to »85 of the 379 
applicants. Of these 185 awards, 159 were administration grants, totaling 
$9,400,000; 17 were comprehensive demonstration grants, totaling $4,100,000; 
and 9 were training grants, totaling $900,000. Grants totaling $5,329,255 
were awarded to 70 two-year public and private Institutions; of higher educa- 
tion; $8,860,745 was awarded to 113 four-year public/private Institutions; 
and 1 grant, for $210,000, was awarded to 1 non-profit organization. (See 
Table 1 and Table 2.) 

It 1s estimated that 175,000 students enrolled 1n the program. Distribu- 
tions to Institutions are provided 1n more detail 1n Table 1. Of particular 
Interest are average awards to Institutions of differing types and control. 
Also of Interest are the distribution to colleges serving l?rge numbers of 
Black and Hispanic Students (Tables 1, 2, and 3). 



287 




521-3 

Table 1 

Total Applications to the Cooperative Education Program 
and Number of Awards By Institutional Type 
Fiscal Years 1982 to 1984 

FY 1982 FY 1983 FY 1984 



Total Applications received: 

Number of Grants awarded by 
Institutional type : 

Two year public 

Two year private 

Two year public 

Two year private 
public/private organizations 

Distribution of Awards to 
Se lected Institutions 
Serving Minority Students 

Historically black 
, predominately Hispanic 

predominately Black (not HBCU) 

Source: See E "below. 



437 437 374 

75 70 65 

3 4 5 

45 48 58 

73 71 55 

1 3 1 

W T5o* WS 



12 7 6 

4 2 3 

6 4 5 

"22" T3T ~TT 




Table 2 

Distribution of Students and Award Levels 
in the Cooperative Education Program By Institution Type 
For Fiscal Years 1982 to 1984 



FY 1982 FY 1983 FY 1984 



Estimated Total 

Number of Students 170,000 175,000 175,000 

Distribution of Funds 
Awarded By Institutional 
Type : 

Two year public $4,370,872 $4,719,400 $5,146,155 

Two year private 123,392 196,200 183,100 

Four year public 2,919.734 3,125,100 5,304,726 

Four year private 6,811 ,002 6,119,300 3,556,019 

public/private organizations $175,000 $240,000 $210,000 




Distribution of Awards to 
Selected Institutions Serving 
Minority Studen ts 

Historically "flack $1 ,542,458 $614,000 $341,600 

predominately Hispanic 147,392 89,100 272,000 

predominately Black (not HBCU) 753,269 536,300 466,100 

predominately Asian 0 0 0 

Source: See E below. 
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Table 3 

Average Awards In the Cooperative Education Program 

By Institution Type 
For Fiscal Years 1982 to 1984 



FY 1982 



FY 1983 



FY 1984 



Average award to 



2 year public 
2 year prl vate 
4 year public 
4 year private 



$58,278 
41 ,131 
64,883 
93,301 



$67,420 
48,050 
65,106 
86,187 



$79,172 
36,620 
91 ,461 
64,655 



Average Grants Awarded to 

Selected Institutions . 

Serving Minority Students 
Historically Biack 
predominately Hispanic 
predominately Black (not HBCU) 
predominately *As1an 



$128,538 
36,848 
125,545 
0 



$87,729 
44,550 
134,075 



0 



$56,933 
90,666 
93,220 
0 



Source: See E below.. 



Program Ef f ect 1 veness : In 1970, fewer than 200 Institutions were partici- 
pating in Cooperative Education. By 1980, well over 1,000 schools had 
such a program. Most of the Increase was due to the availability of Federal 
funds, since half of all applicants received awards. Although one-third 
of all postsecondary Institutions have participated In the program, only 
about two percent of all students have participated In the program. 

D. Plyns for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration did not request funds for this program for FY 1985. 
With more than one-third of the Nation's postsecondary Institutions sup- 
porting cooperative education and with more widespread recognition of 
the benefits of this educational approach, there Is no longer a pressing 
need for Federal encouragement and stimulation In this area. However, 1f 
Institutions that want to continue their cooperative education projects can 
do so through the Work-Study program If the Administration's proposed 
legislation Is passed. 

E. Supporting Studler and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department 
of Education, Washington, D.C. 1984. 



F. Other Supporting Data 
None 



HI. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are currently 1n progress or planned. 
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Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Stanley B. Patterson, (202) 245-3253 
Program studies: J1m Maxwell, (202) 245-7884 
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COLLEGE HOUSING PROGRAM 
(CFOA No. 84.142) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

'.eqlslatlon ; Housing Act of 1950, Title IV, P.L. 81-475 (12 U.S.C 1749) 
Participation Sales Act of 1966, P.L. 89-429 as amended by Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1965, P.L. 89-117, Department of Education Organization 
Act, Sec. 306, P.L. 96-88, Department of Education Appropriation Act of 
1984, Sec. 308, P.L. 98-139. (No expiration date) 

Funding Since 1980 : , 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

Annual Permanent 



1980 Indefinite $13,645,000 $212,000 

1981 " 0 279,000 
.1982 N 0 232,000 

V983 " 0 40,000 

1384 " 0 0 



Purpose : To alleviate severe student and faculty housing and related 
facility shortages through the support new construction, acquisition, 
and rehabilitation and to reduce fuel consumption and other operating 
costs of existing facilities. Recently, loans have been limited to cost- 
effective energy conservation, rehabilitation, renovation, and relief of 
severe local housing shortages. 

Eligibility : The College Housing Program enables the Secretary of Educa- 
t ion to make direct Federal loans to higher education Institutions and 
certain other eligible college housing agencies at 3 percent Interest. 
The funds are made available through a revolving fund financed with U.S. 
Treasury borrowings and proceeds from the sale of public securities 
(participation certificates, backed by pools of existing college housing 
loans) marketed through the Government National Mortgage Association (GNMA). 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for the College 
Housing Program were: 

o Provide low Interest loans to Institutions of postsecondary education 
for the purchase, construction, or rehabilitation of housing and related 
facilities In order to relieve severe housing and related facility 
needs In the higher education community. 
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Goals and Objectives (continued) 

o Administer the annual loan competition 1n an accurate and sound manner 
and to ensure that awards were made on schedule. 

o Continue efforts 1n credit management Improvement to ensure that sound 
loans were made, and to ensure that the Federal Interest was protected. 
Continue to Improve the verification and validation controls of the 
program. 

o Support the objectives of the President's Executive Order 12320 to 
assist historically black colleges and universities. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o In FY 1984, the Department awarded *40 million In new loan commitments 
supporting 11 housing construction projects and lb energy conservation 
projects. The loan competition was accurate, sound, and timely, 1n 
part because computers were used to rank housing applications. ED also 
continued to use engineering consultants to review and monitor projects 
In order to ensure project feasibility and compliance. 

o ED Improved Its credit management as follows: 

- Used the government field expense allotments, a legislative set-aside, 
1n order to monitor projects through the construction period. 

- Continued to use procedures ' to ensure the financial soundness of 
new loans using such resources as Federal Reserve Bank delinquency 
listings, financial status reports, and regulatory provisions relating 
to Institutional eligibility and loan cancellation. 

- Completed Inventory of all closed projects to ensure prompt and 
proper billing by the Federal Reserve Bank, cancelled Inactive loans, 
and enforced policy requiring Institutions to begin construction 
within 18 months of loan reservation. 

- Continued procedure to ensure prompt delivery of notes and bonds to 
the Federal Reserve Bank. 

- Conducted more 1n-depth credit review with special conditions 1f 
necessary on loan agreements. 

o The Department awarded nearly 20 percent of available funds to histori- 
cally black colleges and unversltles 1n FY 1982, and again exceeded the 
regulatory 10 percent minimum set-aside provision for those Institutions 
In FY 1983. The Department awarded 23 percent of FY 1984 funds $9,327,000 
to those Institutions. 
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C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness 

New Loan Commitments : In FYs 1982 through 1985, $40 million was directed 
by Congress each year to be made available for new loans. 

Table 1 shows the distribution of loan commitments for 1982 through 1984. 
These commitments were supported with the resources of the program s 
revolving fund and required no appropriation. Each year* approximately 
three-quarters of the funds were committed for construction while 25 percent 
was committed for energy conservation projects. 

Table 1 

Loan Commitments of the College Housing Program 
FY 1982 to FY 1984 



Type of 
Award 

Housing 
Construction 
Projects 

Energy 

Conservation 
Projects 



Total 



Fiscal Year 


Fiscal Year Commitments 
(1n thousands) 


Fiscal Year Average 
Loan On thousands) 


T3M 1353 1W 


1§8* 1S33 1984 


mt mm \m 


14 13 11 
5 15 18 


\ t—mmm—m mmmt^^mm mma^a^m 

$30,043 $29,978 $30,000 
$ 9,957 $10,022 $10,000 


$£J45 $2,306 $2,727 
$1,991 $ 668 $ 556 


19 28 29 


$40,000 $40,000 $40,000 





Source: See E.I. below 

Ind irect or Off-Budget Costs: The Federal Government absorbs the difference 
between the approximately * percent Interest paid by Institutions on 
their college housing loans and the prevailing Interest rate for Treasury 
borrowing. Therefore, most of this program's cost 1s off-budget and does 
not appear as a direct expense under the program account. The off-budget 
cost 1n FY 1984 approximated $219 million. This amount 1s slowly decreasing 
because the level of outstanding loans 1n the portfolio 1s decreasing. 
The account, however, realizes a small Income since 1t reimburses the 
Treasury at a rate of only 2.75 percent. 

Servi cing Existing Commitments : Full amortization of the principal I1ab1l- 
Hy ($45T.5(M mTiHon) on SnKa participation certificates, marketed to the 
public 1n 1967-68, must be completed by FY 1988. Institutional loan 
repayments must be used largely for this purpose, rather than for making 
new loan commitments. (See Table 2). 
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Table 2 

Aggregate Loan Portfolio of the 
College Housing Program 



1984 



1983 



1982 



Selected Assets 
Outstanding Loan Volume 
GNMA Fund 

Selected Liabilities 
Outstanding Treasury Borrowing 
Outstanding GNMA Liability 
Oefaulted Loan Volume* 



$2,675,520,000 $3,025,464,000 $3,045,113,000 
337,357,000 89,207,000 41,716,000 



$2,687,325,000 
451,504,000 
105,561,000 



$2,687,325,000 
451,504,000 
114,700,000 



$2,687,325,000 
451,504,000 
116,000,000 



* This 1s an expected offset on the outstanding loan volume. 
Source: E.l. 

fn FY 1984, the major portion of loan repayments and other Income was used to 
>ay program operating costs* These costs Include the following. 

-An- estimated $70,212,000 for Interest expenses on borrowed Treasury 
funds used to make loans 1n prior years. This expense was $67,613,000 
In 1983. 

o Interest expenses of $28,138,000 on GNMA participation certificates 
(the same expense level as 1983). 

v 

o Principal payments of $248,151,000 to the GNMA participation sales 
fund. These funds have been used to amortize the outstanding principal 
debt on participation certificates which will be redeemed 1n by FY 1988. 
This transfer payment was $47,491,000 1n FY 1983. The Department was 
able to make this high payment because 1n FY 1984, 22.8 percent of the 
outstanding principal balance was retired through prepayments which 
took advantage of the discount. 

o A total of $485,000 for loan servicing and management expenses of the 
Federal Reserve Bank and maintenance of repossessed properties. This 
cost was $807,000 1n 1983. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

Because enrollments are no longer rapidly expanding, there 1s no need for 
a Federal program. 

No authority for new loan commitments 1n FY 1985 was requested. This re- 
flected the Administration's overall effort to reduce Federal discretion- 
ary expenditures for non-essential purposes and to reduce Federal borrowing, 
thereby controlling Inflation and irellevl.ig pressure on financial markets. 
In 1984, credit management Improvement efforts were continued. Oue to the 
new loan discounting authority about $485.5 million was collected 1n FY 1984, 
a $306.3 million Increase over FY 1983 collections. FY 1985 collections 
are expecteu to be about $151.3 million* 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 

1. Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, FY 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

r 

No further studies related to this program are 1n progress or planned. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Charles Griffith, (202) 245-3253 

Program studies: James P. Maxwell, (202) 245-7884 
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ANNUAL INTEREST SUBSIDY GRANTS 
(C FDA No. 84.001) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation ; Higher Education Act, Title VII, Part C, Section 734, P.L. 
35-374, as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1132d-3). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

/ 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 Indefinite i $29,000,000 

1981 Indefinite 26,000,000 

1982 Indefinite 25,500,000 

1983 Indefinite 25,000,000 

1984 Indefinite 24,500,000 



Purpose : Reduce the cost of borrowing from non-Federal sources for the 
construction, reconstruction, and renovation of needed academic facili- 
ties. The applicant must finance at least 10 percent of the project 
through non-Federal sources, must be unable to secure as favorable a 
loan from other sources, and must undertake the project 1n an economical 
manner. No state may receive more than 12.5 percent of the annual ap- 
propriation and the aggregate principal cannot exceed $5,000,000 at any 
one Institution per fiscal year. 

Eligibility : Higher education Institutions or higher education building 
agencies are eligible. 

II. RESPONSE TO 6EPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives [ 

The current objectives are to meet the Federal commitment on the 625 
remaining commercial loans for construction projects approved prior to 
FY 1974 and to make no new commitments to subsidize additional loans. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

Funds appropriated 1n FY 1984 were equal to the Federal commitment on 
the remaining loans make prior to FY 1974. 

C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness 

Program Scope : The program appropriations represent the difference be- 
tween tne commercial rate on a loan and an Interest rate of 3 percent. 
As of FY 1984, 625 (see Table 1) of these grants are 1n active pay status, 
43 projects have been paid 1n full, and 43 have been terminated or with- 
drawn. As can be seen from Table 1, the number of grants 1n active pay 
status are expected to remain about the same: 621 1n 1983 and 619 for 
1985. Outstanding loan volume, however, will decline by about 5 percent 
from 1980 to 1983 along with the average Interest subsidy. 

"■ > • 

t 
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Table 1 

Impact Oata on Annual Interest Subsidy Grants 
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1983 


1984 


1985 


Total number of approved loans for 
Interest subsidy commitments 


630 


625 


619 


Total number of loans 1n pay status 


621 


619 


619 


Total number of loans not 1n pay status 


9 


6 


0 


Total number of loans pa1d-off, 
terminated, and/or withdrawn 


1 


5 


6 


Average amount of Interest 
subsidy 


$38,869 


$38,422 


$38,400 



Total outstanding volume of 
loans for which Interest 
subsidies are made 



$1,234,000,000 $1,208,000,000 $1,180,000,000 



♦Estimated 

Source: See E. below 

C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness (Continued) 

Program Effectiveness : From the , program's inception 1n FY 1970, 711 
grants nave oeen approved, subsidizing a $1.4 billion loan volume. The 
Federal subsidy has exceeded $267 million through FY 1984. 

t 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

To meet the Federal commitment to pay Interest subsidies on the remaining 
commercial loans for construction projects approved prior to fiscal year 
1974, appropriations as needed will be requested. Funds will support 
subsidies against the remaining loan volume of $1.18 billion 1n FY 1985. 
No new awards will be made. Appropriations, and appropriation requests 
1n future years, will decrease gradually as the loans subject to Interest 
subsidies are retired. The Department will use $4,773,000 of the 
$8,392,668 1n unobligated funds for Interest subsidies 1n 1985. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited Above 

Program files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None 
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III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

I 

No studies are planned or 1n progress. 



Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Charles Griffith, (202) 245-3253 

Program Studies: James Maxwell, (202) 245-7884 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

A total of $1.3 million was collected from Institutions 1n default during 
1984, and $11.5 million during 1983. 

C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness 

Types of Benefits : The program requires two appropriations. The Annual 
Definite Appropriation covers Insufficiencies from Treasury borrowings. 
The Treasury rate 1s determined by the average yield for 30 yea ? Treasury 
certificates for the month preceding the fiscal year which for FY 1985 
1s 12.5 percent. Institutions are now paying only 3 percent Interest 
but If any new loans were approved* they would be 4 percent loans. The 
permanent Indefinite appropriation 1s for participation certificates 
that were sold to the public afc Interest rates between 4.75 percent and 
6.45 percent and average about 6 percent. Again, the colleges pay only 
3 percent Interest on their loans. 

Program Scope : As of FY 85, loans* totaling more than $640 million have 
gone to more than 660 Institutions. Since 1975, four new loans, 
Initiated by the Congress, have been .made under this program. lt\ 1978, 
Congress authorized two loans totaling $7.2 million to assist Georgetown 
University and Tufts University 1n the construction of two model Inter- 
cultural centers. In 1981, Congress- authorized two additional loans 
totaling $25 million to assist Boston College 1n the construction of a 
new library, and to provide supplemental funds to Georgetown University 
for the model Intercultural Center project begun 1n 1978. 

Through FY 1985, Congress has appropriated $679.37 million to support 
loans to Institutions from the Treasury with an additional permanent 
Indefinite appropriation of nearly $57 million provided for Insufficien- 
cies from participation certificates sold to the public 1n 1967 and 
1968. Of the m1U1on\ 1n the Initial participation certificates, $108 
million remain. These certificates will come due 1n FY 1987 and FY 
1988. Now on deposit at GNMA toward the . remaining balance 1s $34.1 
million. Interest earnings on the GNMA account have been used to pay 
the permanent Indefinite Insufficiency for FY 84 and FY 85. 

Program Effectiveness : No studies have been conducted of the overall 
reconstruction and renovation needs 1n higher education facilities. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

No new construction loans are planned. Prior to 1982, the unobligated 
balance of the loan account was to cover deficits In the program's annual 
operating expenses. In 1982, however, the unobligated balance of the 
fund was depleted due to new loan activity. Appropriations are now 
required annually to fund operating deficits. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analysis Cited In Sections C and F 

1. Program Files, Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. Department of 
Education, 1984. 
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LOANS FOR CONSTRUCTION, RECONSTRUCTION, AND 
RENOVATION OF ACADEMIC FACILITIES 
(CFDA No. 13.594) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 




Funding Since 1980 ; 



Fiscal Year 



Authorization 



Appropriation! / 



Indefinite 



Appropriation 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$200,000,000 
80,000,000 
80,000,000 
80,000,000 
80,000,000 



$ 2,189,000 
1,656,000 
11,096,000^/ 
20,143,000 
19,846,000 



$ 609,000 
1 ,091 ,000 
37,783,000 
134,000 
0 



Purpose; To assist higher education Institutions 1n obtaining adequate 
academic facilities, the Secretary 1s authorized to make or Insure low 
Interest loans for the construction, reconstruction, or renovation of 
academic facilities. 

ED awards loans subject to the following stipulations; (1) not less than 
20 percent of the development cost of the facility must be financed from 
non-Federal sources (this requirement may be waived for schools qualified 
as developing Institutions under HEA Title III), (2) the applicant must 
have been unable to secure a loan of this size from other sources upon 
terms and conditions equally as favorable as the terms and conditions 
applicable to loans under this program, (3) construction must be under- 
taken in an economical manner, (4) 1n the case of a project to\con struct 
an Infirmary or other facility designed to prov1de\ primarily for out- 
patient care of students and Institutional personnel, no financial 
assistance will be provided for such projects under Title IV of the 
Housing Act of 1950, (5) the loan must be repaid within 50 years, and 
(6) the applicant must pay an Interest rate of four percent. 

|lMSim# Institutions of higher education and higher education 
building agencies (that 1s State agencies empowered by the State to Issue 
tax-exempt bonds on behalf of private Institutions of higher education) 
are eligible for loans. 

♦ 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

In FY 1984, the Department's objective for this program was to collect 
on defaulted loans and to improve debt collection efforts. 

{ K. 
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F. Other Supporting Data ; 
None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEP A 417(b) 

No additional studies are planned for this program. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program Operations: Charles Griffith, (202) 245-3253 

Program studies: James Maxwell, (202) 245-7884 

Notes : 

1. Excludes the permanent Indefinite appropriation under "Payment of Parti- 
cipation Sales Insufficiencies" 1n the Independent Offices Appropriation 
Act, 1967. 

2. Includes supplemental appropriation of $9,746,000. 
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TERRITORIAL TEACHER TRAINING ASSISTANCE PROGRAM — 
PROJECT GRANTS TO TERRITORIAL JURISDICTIONS (CFOA No. 84.124) 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Education Amendments of 1978, Title XV, Part C, Section 1525, 
P.L. 95-561, (Expired September 30, 1984).* 

Funding Since 1980 : 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 



Purpose : To provide assistance for the training of teachers In schools In 
Guam, American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, and the Virgin Islands. 

Eligibility : The State educational agency (SEA) of each territory Is 
eligible to apply for an annual grant. Activities must be directed at 
teachers who work with students In grades K-12 In public and nonprofit 
private schools. All activities must be directly related to teaching and 
must be carried out within the territory. Allowable activities Include, 
but are not limited to, Inservlce teacher training In basic skills develop- 
ment or specific subject areas, curriculum development, use of Instructional 
materials or equipment, classroom management, or training for teachers to 
achlev* full certification under the appropriate territorial requirements. 



IK RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objective for this program 
continued to be to distribute grants to upgrade the skills and capacity 
of teachers In the territories. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o The Department awarded five grants ranging from $95,000 to $415,000 for 
school year 1984-85. (These awards were made from FY 1985 appropriation 
act funds.) 



* The Education Amendments of 1984, P.L. 98-511, authorize the program 
through October 1, 1989. 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$2,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 
2,000,000 



$2,000,000 
1,800,000 
960,000 
960,000 
1,000,000 
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C. Costs, Benefits, and Effectiveness 

Scope : Over the first five years of the program, total grants amounted to 
T^J million. 

Teachers Trained : About 1,800 teachers received training 1n school year 
1983-84 at an average cost of about $533 per teacher. 

P rog r am E f f ect 1 venes s : No Information 1s available on Improvements In 
teacher skills or capacities resulting from training activities supported 
by this program. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
None. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses 

There have been no Federal studies of the program. 

F. Other Supporting Data 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies of this program are In progress. 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Haroldle Sprlggs, (202) 254-6572 

Program studies: Judith Anderson, (202) 245-9401 

/ 
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PUBLIC LIBRARY SERVICES— GRANTS TO STATE 
LIBRARY AGENCIES (COFA No. 84.034) 



1. PROGRAM PROFILE 

legislation : Library Services and Construction Act, P.L. 84-597, as amended, 
(20 U.S.C. 351). (Expires September 30, 1989.) 

Funding ; 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $150,000,000 $62,500,000 

1981 150,000,000 62,500,000 

1982 65,000,000 60,000,000 

1983 65,000,000 * 60,000,000 

1984 65,000,000 65,000,000 



Purpose: This program has four main purposes: 1) to develop and Improve 
public library service 1n various geographic areas and to groups of persons 
with Inadequate service; 2) to provide library services for patients and 
Inmates of state-supported institutions, for physically handicapped In- 
dividuals, for disadvantaged persons 1n low-Income areas, and for those 
who have limited English-speaking ability; 3) to strengthen metropolitan 
and urban public libraries which function as regional and national resource 
centers; and 4) to strengthen the capacity of State library agencies to 
provide state-wide services. 

Eligibility : All State or equivalent library administrative agencies are 
eligible. Besides the 50 States, this Includes the District of Columbia, 
Puerto R1co, the Virgin Islands, American Samoa, the Trust Territory of 
the Pacific Islands, tie Northern Mariana Islands, and Guam. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department had two principal objectives for this program: 

o Encourage the extension of public library services for underserved 
or unserved counties and small towns across the nation; and 

o Encourage Innovative library services to disadvantaged, limited 
English-speaking, State Institutionalized, and physically handi- 
capped persons. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o Most of the nation's unserved and underserved areas for library service 
have been reached by Increasing the service capacity of State and local 
library agencies. More than 96 percent of the nation's population has 
access to library services. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments (Continued) 

o More than 25 percent of the program's funds were used to provide Innova- 
tive 11>rary services to persons who are disadvantaged, limited-English- 
speaking, In State Institutions, physically handicapped, or elderly. 

o Nearly 75 percent of the program's funds were used to provide for areas 
that had been without services or with Inadequate services, to strength- 
en metropolitan and major urban libraries as resources centers, and to 
strengthen State administration of the program. 

C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness 



Program Scope ; The Department made 54 grant awards for/ FY 84. During the 
past 27 years, over $1 billion of program funds were used to Increase 
access tq public libraries and basic Information services in underserved 
areas; and to develop and" Improve services to special population groups. 

Types of Benefits Provided : Services Include radio reading for the blind, 
classes in Ergiish-as-a-second-language, materials to assist the mentally 
retarded (e.g., coping with public transportation, job hunting, and order- 
ing In a restaurant), book collections at senior citizen centers, books-by- 
mall program for rural residents, and lltera ^ograms for functionally 
Illiterate adults. _ 

Program Effectiveness ; Findings of a major study were reported last year. 
0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
New regulations were published on March 30, 1984. 



No new Information. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No further studies related to this program are currently In progress. 




E 
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Contacts for Further Information 



Program operations: Robert (Classen, (202) 254-9664 
Program studies: Garrett Coleman, (202) 245-8877 
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INTERLIBRARY COOPERATION — GRANTS TO STATE 
LIBRARY AGENCIES (CFDA No. 84.035) 

\ 
\ 

\ 

I. PROGRAM PROFILE \ 

Legislation: Library Services and Construction Act, Title III, P.L 
w-DTrrasamended and extended by P.L. 91-600, P.L. 95-123, and P.L. 
97-35. 20 U.S.C. 351. (Expired September 30, 1984)* 

Funding Since 1980: 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

IJff $20,000,000 $ 5,000,000 

22i 20,000,000 12,000,000 

J2SS 15,000,000 11,520,000 

983 15,000,000 11,520,000 

1984 15,000,000 15,000,000 

Purpose: To provide grants to State Library Administrative Agencies for 
tne planning, establishment, and maintenance of cooperative networks of 
libraries at the local, regional or Inter-state level. Such cooperative 
networks are Intended to provide for the systematic and effective coordi- 
nation of resources of school, public* academic and special libraries and 
information centers In order to Improve the library services to the special 
clientele served by each type of library or center. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a ) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives with respect to this 
program were as follows: 

o Encourage the establishment of Inter-lnstltutlonal networks of librar- 
ies for the coordination of Informational services In schools, public 
libraries, academic, and special libraries and Information centers. 

o Support the Increased capability of tne State Library Agencies and re- 
gional and local libraries to establish and maintain Interllbrary co- 
operative activities. 



* The Library Services and Construction Act Amendments of 1984, P.L. 98-480 
authorizes Interllbrary Cooperation through September 30, 1989. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments 

o The FY 1984 appropriation assisted the States with the funding of about 
275 cooperative library projects Involving over 30,000 libraries of all 
types. 

o Because of the cost-sharing benefits derived from these projects, 24 
States now provide State aid for such purposes, totaling $70 million In 
FY 1984. 

C Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness 



ERIC 



Program Scope: Since 1967 when this program was Initiated, over $94 
million In Federal funds have been expended for (a) projects linking 
libraries through telecommunication systems to data bases, (b) re- 
source-sharing projects not linked to automation, and (c) training of 
library personnel to handle resource sharing and the technological 
advances Inherent In the more complex library networking. 

Types of Benefits Provided; Project activities at the State and local 
public library level are directed toward Improving access to educational 
and Informational services offered by libraries. Specific Items In 
support of this objective might Include: rapid communications systems 
for linking libraries (computers, TWX, or telephones); delivery systems 
(telefacsimile, trucks or mall); location tools (published or computer- 
based lists of library holdings), computer-based Information retrieval 
and Information processing systems; and the costs and fees associated with 
these activities Including the training of personnel. 

Program Effectiveness: No Information Is available. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendation for Legislation 
No funds were requested for this program for FY 1985. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above: 

1 . LSCA Grant Reports 

F. Other Supporting Data: 
None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No further studies related to this program are currently In progress. 
Contacts for Further Information 
Program operations: Robert Klassen, (202) 254-9664 
Program studies: Art Klrschenbaum, (202) 245-8307 
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COLLEGE LIBRARY RESOURCES—DISCRETIONARY GRANTS 
TO INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION AND ELIGIBLE, 
NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS (CFDA No. 84.005) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation: Sections 201 , 202, and 211 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965, Title II- A; Public Law 89-329 as amended, by Section 201 of the 
Education Amendments of 1980, Public Law 96-374 and by Section 516 of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, Public Law 97-35, (U.S.C. 1021, 
1022, and 1029). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $120,000,000 1/ $ 4,988,000 

1981 10,000,000 2,988,000 

1982 5,000,000 1 ,920,000 

1983 5,000,000 1 ,920,000 

1984 5,000,000 -0- 



Purpose: To assist and encourage Institutions of higher education and 
other eligible Institutions In the acquisition of library materials. Funds 
may also be used for the establishment and maintenance' of library networks 
for resource sharing. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

Ourlng FY 1984, this program received no funding. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 
None 

C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness 
The program was not funded In FY 1984. 

0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 
No funding was requested for FY 1985. The' program has been terminated. 
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E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 
None 

Fi O ther Supporting Data 
None 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 
None 

Contacts for Further Information 

Program operations: Frank Stevens, (202) 254-5090 

Program studies: Art Klrschenbaum, (202) 245-8307 

Note 

1. Authorization for HEA, Title II, Parts A and B. 



\ 
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LIBRARY CAREER TRAINING— DISCRETIONARY GRANTS TO 
AND CONTRACTS WITH INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION 
AND LIBRARY ORGANIZATIONS OR AGENCIES (CFDA No. 84.036) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

V 

Legislation: Higher Education Act of 1965, Title II-B, Public Law 89-329 
as amended by the Education Amendments of 1980, Public Law 96-374, sections 
201, 202, 222, and by the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, Public 
Law 97-35, (20 U.S.C. 1021, 1022 and 1032). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980: 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $120,000,000 1/ $ 667,000 



Purpose: To assist Institutions of higher education and library organlza- 
tlons and agencies In training persons In the principles and practices of 
llbrarlanshlp and Information science, Including new techniques of Infor- 
mation transfer and communication technology. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 

■ ■ ■ ■ — ^— ~— *— ^ • 

A. Goals and Objectives 

The Department's principal objective for FY 1984 was: 

o To Increase opportunities for members of underrepresented groups to 
obtain training and retraining In llbrarlanshlp; In particular, 
training beyond the master's degree level. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

The 1984 appropriation of $640,000 for this program supported 76 fellow- 
ships aimed primarily at upgrading the professional skills of women and 
members of minority groups. 

C. Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness 

Program Scope: From 1973 through 1983, 987 (71%) of the 1,392 awards were 
to target minority groups. 

Program Ef f ectl veness : Annual reports from previous years (E.l) Indicate 
that recipients of training had few If any problems In getting jobs upon 
completion of the Master's Degree or advancing to more senior positions 
following their studies. 



1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 




667,000 
640,000 
640,000 
640,000 
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0. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

For Fiscal Year 1984 and 1985, termination of funding was proposed by 
the Department, because there 1s no longer a critical shortage of librar- 
ians. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. Program files which contain narrative and fiscal reports, personal 
Interviews, and professional literature. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

1. U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Educational Statis- 
tics Library Human Resources: A Study of Supply and Demand. King Re- 
search Inc., May, 1983. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

Because there Is no definitive data on the Impact of Title II-B, HE A, Li- 
brary Career Training, the Department has contracted for a study, HI storl- 
cal Review of Higher Education Act. Title II-B Fellowships Program. 

The purpose of this study Is to ascertain the accomplishments of the past 
recipients of fellowship awards under HEA II-B, Library Career Training 
program and to determine the effects of the change In legislation enacted 
In 1971. Ancillary purposes are to determine If shortages In graduate li- 
brary school faculties have been reduced, whether or not minorities and 1 
women have reached top management In libraries, and whether or not minori- 
ties have entered the profession. 



Contacts for Further Information: 

Program operation: Frank A. Stevenson, (202) 254-5090 

Program effectiveness: Art Klrschenbaum, (202) 245-8307 



Notes 

1. Includes authorization for HEA Title II, Part A (College Library 
Resources) and Part B. 

2. Authorization for HEA Title II, Part B, Section 222, 223, 224. 



606-1 



LIBRARY RESEARCH AND DEMONSTRATIONS — 
DISCRETIONARY GRANTS AND CONTRACTS WITH 

r. Trlo?! 1 !!!!^?! . 0F HIGHER EDUCATION AND OTHER 
ELIGIBLE AGENCIES, INSTITUTIONS, AND ORGANIZATIONS 

(CFDA No. 84.039) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

T^T^St^^ki, 201 ,' 2 °h JSS 223 of the H1 9"er Education Act of 
III c/ U !5 "l 8, ! ubUc La " 89-329 as redesignated by Section 111 of 
201 SWm S!?^ 8 . 0f 1972 « , Publ1c La " 92 " 318 amended by SectiSn 
IVan U^J^^t™"^ 1 * of 1980 « Publ1c Law 96-374, and by Sec- 
ti 5c 51 ?,n° f „ % ^l^ 8 Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, Public Law 
97-35; (20 U.S.C. 1021, 1022, and 1033). (Expires September 30, 1985) 

Funding Since 1980: 

Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 $120,000,000 1/ $333,000 

]H\ 10,000,000 2/ 250,000 

]?82 1,200,000 Jl 240.000 



1983 1,200,000* 240)000 

1984 1,200,000 7/ 



240,000 
240,000 
240,000 



Purpose: To make grants to, and contracts with, Institutions of higher 
iaucatTon and other public and private agencies, Institutions, and or- 
ganizations for (1) research and/or demonstration projects related to the 
JSJSTl* ° f J 1 ?C? r1e$ ' (2) tra1n1h9 1n Hbraninshlp and Information 
pSSSt!^' l ) d1sSem1nat1on of ^formation derived froTsuch 

Eligibility: Institutions of higher education, public and private agen- 
cies, institutions, or organizations. K 9 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (a) 
A. Goals and Objectives 

During FY 1984, the Department's principal objectives for the programs 

1. To monitor the following projects: 

a - New Directi ons in Library and Information Science Education : 
b * Diffusion of Innovation in Library and Information Science: 
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A. Goals and Objectives (Continued) 

c. Historical Impact of higher Education Act, Title II-B, Library 
Career Training ; 

d. The Role of Libraries In Creating and Providing Vlewtext 
Information Services. 

2. To complete Phase II, Libraries and the Learning Society 

3. To enter Into a cooperative project with The Center of the Book, at 
the Library of Congress and the National Center for Education Sta- 
tistics to study the role of the book In the future. 

4. To award a contract to review accrediting procedures for Library and 
Information Science programs. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

The Department monitored the following projects of the HEA II-B, Research 
and Demonstration program: 

1. (a) New Directions In Library and Information Science Education which 

will determine the present and future competencies needed by 
library and Information science professionals. The final report 
Is expected by December 1984. 

(b) Diffusion of Innovation In Library and Information Science which 
will identify innovations developed and adopted for use in 1 1 bra ry 
and Information science; trace the development and distribution of 
Innovation (s); develop a model for planned diffusion; and re- 
commend options for building a diffusion network. The project 
report Is expected by December 1984. 

(c) Historical Review of HEA II-B Fellowships , which focused on the 
contributions made to the library and information science profesr 
slon by recipients of HEA II-B fellowships since passage of HEA 
In November 1965. The final report Is In progress. 

(d) Role of Libraries In Creating and Providing Vlewtext. Information 
'Services , which includes 9 case studies or school library media 
centers, public, academic, and special libraries plus an extensive 
bibliography. The report Is now available from ERIC. 

2. Phase II of Libraries and the Learning Society - was a series of five 
seminars at which participants representing all types of libraries 
and, Information science areas (plus teachers, academicians, State 
school superintendents, parents, and others) defined the role of 
libraries In responding to A Nation at Risk . The publication, Alliance 
for Excellence: Libraries Respond to "A Nation at Risk* , resulted 
from these seminars. 
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B. Progress and Accomplishments (Continued) 

3. The Role of the Book In the Future project, co-sponsored with the 
Center for the Book at the Library of Congress and the National Center 
for Education Statistics, sponsored a meeting of 21 promlneit citizens 
Including representatives of business, professors of science and 
physics, a regional library system director, school of library and 
Information science staff, book publishers, and The Executive Secre- 
tary of the American Library Association to study the role of the 
book In the future and the Influence of computers and video techno- 
logies on books, reading, and the printed vor*- The committee report, 
and that of two consultants, will be presented to the Congress In 
November, 1984. 

4. A Project to Explore Procedures and Guidelines for Participation of a 
Variety of Associations in the Accreditation of programs in Library 
and information science has been awarded to the American Library Asso- 
ciation (ALA j. ala will be assisted by eight other associations and 
organizations Interested In accrediting library and Information sci- 
ence program? and In developing a set of procedures and guidelines 
for evaluating such programs prior to accreditation. 

C. Cost, Benefits, and Effectiveness : 
Program Scope : 

o The FY 1984 program activities have generated an awareness of library 
Issues. New Direction In Library and Information Science Education 
has been the focus of two major associations' conferences, numerous 
articles In the library press and presentations by the contractors. 

o The Libraries and the Learning Society seminars' report Alliance 
for Excellence 1s Influencing thousands of librarians and Information 
scientists. The report Is discussed at each State library and education 
media conference. 

Program Effectiveness : No data available. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation: 
No funds were requested for FY 1985. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited 1n Section C Above : 
None. 

F. Other Supporting Data: 
None. 
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III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (b) 

No further studies related to this program are currently 1n progress. 

Contacts for Further Information : 

Program Operations:, Frank Stevens, (202) 254-5090 

Program Effectiveness: Arthur S. Mrschenbaum, (202) 245-8307 

Notes 

1. Authorization for HEA Titles II-A and II-B 

2. Authorization for HEA Title II-B, Sections 222, 223, and 224 



\ 
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STRENGTHENING RESEARCH LIBRARY RESOURCES- 
DISCRETIONARY GRANTS TO MAJOR RESEARCH LIBRARIES 
(CFOA No. 84.091) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

L ;q^1at1on: P.L. 89-329 Title II, Part C, of the Higher Education Act 
°f '965 as amended by Section 201 of the Education Amendments of 1980 
(P.L. 96-374), and P.L. 97-35, 20 U.S.C. 1021. (Expires September 30, 1985.) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Purpose : To promote research and education of high quality throughout 
the United States by providing financial assistance to (1) help major 
research libraries maintain and strengthen their collections; and (2) assist 
them In making their holdings available to other libraries and to Individual 
researcher and scholars outside their primary clientele. 

Eligibility : Only major research libraries are eligible. Major research 
libraries may be public or private nonprofit Institutions, Including the 
resources of an Institution of higher education, Independent research 
libraries, and State or public libraries. They must demonstrate that they 
have collections which make a significant contribution to higher education 
and research, are broadly based, are recognized as having national or 
International significance for scholarly research, and contain material 
not widely available but In substantial demand by researchers and scholars 
not connected with the; applicant Institution. 



II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(a) 
A. Goals and Objectives : 

During FY 1984 the Department's objectives for this program were to: 
o Increase access to research materials, 
o Preserve unique materials. 

o Assist research libraries In acquiring distinctive, unique, 
and specialized materials. 



Fiscal Year 



At * iiprlzatlpn 



Appropriation 



1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 



$20,000,000 
10,000,000 
15,000,000 
15,000,000 
15,000,000 



$6,000,000 
6,000,000 
5,760,000 
6,000,000 
6,000,000 
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A. Goals and Objectives : (continued) 

o Promote cooperative activity among Institutions. 

o Extend benefits to as many Institutions as possible Including 
previously unfunded Institutions* 

B. Progress and Accomplishments : 

o Twenty-eight of the 35 fiscal year 1984 grantees chose bibliographic 
control as the principal area of project activity by adding new entries 
to national data bases, thus making additional research materials acces- 
sible. 

o Fourteen grantees used Title .Il-C funds for advanced preservation 
techniques to make rare and unique materials more available. 

o Seven grantees acquired specialized materials and entered the biblio- 
graphic records Into national data bases, making additional unique 
materials accessible and available to researchers and scholars. 

o Three cooperative projects. Involving 21 Institutions, were funded. 

o Eight new grantees were among the 35 primary grantees funded 1n fiscal 
year 1984; counting Institutions benefiting under cooperative projects, 
53 research libraries were supported. / 

C. Costs. Benefits, and Effectiveness : 

Program Scope : In fiscal year 1984, 97 applicants requested $18,848,611. 
The FY I98<f appropriation of $6 million supported 35 grants Involving 53 
separate major research libraries. The grants ranged In size from $62,325 
to $700,000, with an average of $171,000. All geographic areas of the 
country are represented. Types of Institutions receiving grants are: 



Libraries at Institutions of Higher Education 29 

Independent Research Libraries 4 

Public Libraries 1 

Museums 1 



Major Activities and Associated Benefits : 

o Implementation of national bibliographic network . Through systematic 
sharing or bibliographic data, access to rare materials 1s facilitated 
and thousands of hours are saved by eliminating duplicative efforts 1n 
cataloguing and Indexing. In FY 1984, 76 percent of the total funds 
awarded ($4,526,772) were used for bibliographic control. 

o Physical preservation of rare materials . Poor physical condition limits 
access and use, and progressive deterioration may eventually result 1n 
the total loss of rare materials. In FY 1984, 14 of the 35 grantees 
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Major Activities and Associated Benefits : (continued) 

used part or all of their Title II-C funds tc preserve fragile and dete- 
riorating research materials. Seventeen percent of the funds awarded 
($1,044,973) were spent for this activity. 

o Development of specialized collections . Centralized collections of rare 
or specialized materials facilitate research. In FY 1984, $428,255 went 
to support collections of the personal papers of eight modern writers, 
Russian emigre Imprints, Gilbert and Sullivan autograph and manuscript 
documents, Melaneslan Studies, New Hampshire publications, and African 
Studies materials. 

D. Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The Administration requested no funds for this program for FY 1985. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited in Section C : 
None. 

F. Other Supporting Data : 
None. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417(b) 

No studies related to this program are currently 1n progress. 
Contacts for Further Information 
Program operations: Frank Stevens (202) 254-5090 
Program studies: Arthur S. K1 rschenbaum (202) 245-8307 
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PUBLIC LIBRARY CONSTRUCTION— GRANTS TO STATE LIBRARY A6ENCIES 

(CFOA No. 84.154) 



I. PROGRAM PROFILE 

Legislation : Library Services and Construction Act, Title II, P.L. 84.597 and 
Emergency Jobs Act, P.L. 98-8 (20 USC-351). (Expires September 30, 1984) 

Funding Since 1980: 



Fiscal Year Authorization Appropriation 

1980 0 0 

1981 0 0 

1982 0 0 

1983 $50,000,000 $50,000,000 

1984 0 0 



Purpose: The Emergency Jobs Act appropriated $50 million In FY 1983 for 
public library construction to be administered under the authority of the 
Library Services and Construction Act, Title II, program for public library 
construction. The Emergency Jobs Act was Intended to provide jobs for long- 
term unemployed Americans aid to create Federal projects of lasting value to 
the Nation and Its cltlzensN 

Eligibility : All State Library Administrative agencies In the 50 States, 
Washington, O.C., and Puerto Rico. 

II. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (a) 

A. Goals and Objectives 

During Fiscal Years 1983 and 1984, the Department's principal objective 
for this program was to fund public library construction projects to 
create jobs for unemployed workers In areas of high unemployment. 

B. Progress and Accomplishments 

In Fiscal Years 1983 and 1984, ED distributed $49.5 million to all States, 
but Hawaii, for over 500 library construction projects. The Federal 
funds stimulated the appropriation of local and State matching funds of 
over $99 million. ED estimates that approximately 3,600 jobs were created 
by the program 1n those two years. 

C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness 

A survey of public library construction needs for 1981-1985 Indicated that 
$2.3 billion was needed for over 2,800 library projects. 1/ The Emergency 
Jobs Act funds enabled local communities to reduce this backlog of con- 
struction needs. 
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C. Costs. Benefits and Effectiveness (Continued) 

About one-half of the funds were expended for new buildings and about 
one-quarter each for additions and remodeling projects. Many projects 
were designed to Improve energy efficiency of Huraries. A number of 
other projects provided library accessibility to handicapped persons. 
The annual appropriation remains available until expended. In FY 1983 
about $28.5 million was obligated and In FY 1984 over $21 million was 
obligated. 

0- Plans for Program Improvement and Recommendations for Legislation 

The President signed a new five-year reauthorization (P.L. 98-480) on 
October 17, 1984. 

E. Supporting Studies and Analyses Cited In Section C Above 

1. American Library Association. Public Library Construction Needs: 
1981-85. 

F. Other Supporting Data 

Library Services and Construction Act, Title II grantee and subgrantee 
fiscal and program applications and reports. 

III. RESPONSE TO GEPA 417 (b) 

No further studies related to this program are currently In progress. 

Contacts for further Information 

Program Operations: Robert Klassen, (202) 254-9664 

Program Studies: Art Klrschenbaum, (202) 245-8307 
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set. 

NO. 



SUHNARV Of PLANNING A NO € VALUATION CONTMCTS AS OF JAN 




CONItACr NUHOER 



1. SIAIS ANO LOCAL CI ANTS DIVISION 
I t? 902 10C-7A-0127. 100-79-0101 



FUNOINO HISTCRV. FV ??• 29000 

701 29000 

W* 29000 

•0* 19000 

Oil 19000 

•2« 19000 

•1« 19000 

1 01 201 100^01-0420 



FUNOINO HISTCPV. FV Oil 477941 

•2* 443090 

1 12 101 100-02-0374 

CONFUTED— OffCftf AVAILAOLf 

FUNOINO HISTORV. FV 021 1340409 

•31 1144094 

1 02 102 100-02-0179 

COPPLETEO— REPORT AVAILAOLf 

FUNOINO HISTORV. FV 02* 124*101 

•1« 1194224 
•41 1009000 

1 02 101 100-02-0174 

CONFLSfSO— OfFONf AVAILAOLF 

FUNOINO HISTCRV. FV 021 1214417 

•1* 1349700 
041 2010000 

> 02 104 100-12-0377 

COMPLETED-- REPC01 AVAILA1LE 

FUNOINO HISTOIV. FV 021 1247094 

43i 1340401 
•41 1149000 



OESCOIPflON OF CONTRACT 



TAOLfS F0« ANNUAL CONCOESSIONAL 

!£S!!.! N ,TMI ttS8S w «o*«al 

EDUCATION FUNDS I OF FA 4 04 At 



fluiu'*** 1 $CM00LS 



OFF OAT 100 OF ECIA CHAP TEN I 
EftX 11 !" "«WCAL ASSISTANCE 



OPEOATION OF EClA CHAPTER I 

emu"" KCMlCAL SSiiowi 



OPERATION OF ECIA CHAPTER I 
"^"^.HCHNICAL ASSISTANCE 



OPERATIO* OF ECIA CHAPTER | 

Ji!«S 110 !! TiClrt, «CJt ASSISTANCE 
1 CENTER— IV n T - .. 



• 10* 1909 

CONTRACTOR MANE, 
LOCATION. AND TYPE. 
START ANO END OATES 



PINKERTON CONPUTER CONSULTANTS 
OAILEV'S CRQSSROAOS. VA. |p| 
2/77 TO 4/09 



PROJECT MONITOR OOLIO 
A OR0ANI2ATION DOLLARS 



ANOERSON J I 119000 
OPOE 



CHICAGO. ILL. 
10/01 TO 10/01 



ROC RESEARCH CORP. 

PORTSMOUTH. Ut H. |f| 

10/12 TO 4/04' 



INDIANAPOLIS. I NO. |p| 
10/02 TO 4/09 



f».°£2I! 0 *^ SERVICE 
AILANTA. OA. |m| 

10/02 TO 9/09 



PORTLANO ORE. iMt 
10/02 TO 9/09 



LENIS 970994 
OPOE 



ANOER SON-NO 2790119 
OPOE w " 



ENOLISH 1090009 



JfjUSH 9*24417 



ANOERSON-NC 1041291 
OPOE 



ERIC 
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SUM A IV OF PLANUM AND EVALUATION CONTEACTS AS OF JAN. 10, 1909 



Sfl. 
EO. 



CONTEACf NUMEEB 



OESCBIPIION OF COfcTBACT 



CONTBACTOJ NAME v 
LOCATION, ANO TVPE, 
Sf AIT ANO ENO OATES 



PBQJECT HON I TOE OBLIC 
1 OECANIIATIOE OOLLAES 



9 

ERIC 



1 El 101 

FONOINC 
1 El 102 

fuaoinc 

1 El 201 

E UNO IMC 

1 04 101 

FUNOINC 
1 04 102 



SOC-01-02B4 



HlSTCEVf FT Oil 
041 

100-E2-01EO 



HlSTCEVf FY Ell 
•41 



947724 

449000 



242411 
142111 



A STUOV OF LOCAL OFEEATIONS UNOEE 
ECU CNAFTEE 2 



EOUCATION ANALVSIS CENTEE 



HISTOSVf FY Ell 
041 

SOC-04-0229 



HlSTCEVf FV E4I 
. 10C-E4-02S1 



1514000 
2414192 



241091 



NATIONAL LONGITUDINAL EVALUATION OF 
THE EFFECTIVENESS OF SEEV|CES FOE 
L ANCUACE-H INOE I TV LIHITEO-ENCLISN- 
FEOFICIENT STUDENTS 



ASSESSMENT OF CHAP f EE 1 CEANT 
PEOCEAM FOE THE HANDICAPPED 



ANALVSIS OF STATE VOCATIONAL PEHAO- 
IL I VAT ION ACENCV CASZLOAO ANO 
PLACEMENT PATTEENS ANO TBSN3S 



STANFOED EESEAECH INSTITUTE 
HENLO PANKt CALIF. INI 
E/E3 TO 12/09 



ADVANCED TECHM0L06V INC 

MCLEAN. VA. <p| 

10/E2 TO 9/09 



DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATES 

A AL IMC? ON, VA. |f| 

12/E2 TO 12/04 



EESEAECH 4 EVALUATION ASSOCIATES 
CHAPEL HILlf N.C. | | 

9/E4 TO 9/09 



FUNOINC NISTOEVf FV 041 914000 
♦•••SUBTOTAL STATE ANO LCCAL CEANTS OIVISION 



ECOSOMETEICSf INC. 
EE THE SO A, MO. 

4/E4 TO 1/07 



IPI 



22421447 



UNO INC 



•441 


0 


701 


0 


711 


0 


721 


0 


711 


0 


74 k 


0 


7Si 


0 


74i 


0 


77i 


29000 


7Si 


29000 


791 


29000 


EOI 


19000 


Ell 


492441 


All 


9470719 


Ell 


7914417 


A4l 


0411774 



A-Z 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



CHE LE PEE 
OPOE 



ANOEESON-NO 
OPOE 



SHULEE 
OPOE 



1012725 



419244 



4111192 



TUCMEE 
OPOE 



Kli SCHEME AUN 
OPBE 



241091 



914000 



4 
4 
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% 
% 
% 



o 




SER. 
NO. 



SUHNAAV OF PLANNING ANO {VALUATION CONH ACTS AS OF JAN. LO« 1444 




CONTRACT NUNRER 



DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT 



J. STUOENT ANO INSTITUTIONAL AIO OIVISION 



S 4% Oil FUNDS TRANSFEN 



FUNOINC HI STEM* FV 791 

Ml 
7? I 
?•• 
Tfl 
•01 
•11 
•21 
•II 
•41 

1 70 010 300-71-0194 



FUNOINC HISTCMt FV ?•! 

•01 
•21 

1 01 002 30C-01-0249 



FUNOINC HISTCH* FV Oil 

•2« 
•SI 
•41 

1 41 003 300-41-0210 



FUI 



•II 
•21 
•SI 
•41 



3 «3 102 



300-43-0023 



FUNOINC HISTOH* FV OS! 



43442 
42900 
70000 
77140 
17240 
141242 
44797 
111142 
121342 
130000 



449243 
437922 
100000 



110000 
121404 
111144 
13*490 



99464 
197341 
274474 
202397 



SUFFONT OF THE HI CHER EDUCATION 
FANEL ICONTINUINC FtOJECTI 



EVALUATION OF THE SPECIAL SERVICES 
FOR OISAOVaNTACEO STUOENTS FR0C9AR 



SUFFONT OF COOPERATIVE INSTI- 
TUTIONAL DESEARCH PROCRAH 
OATA ACQUISITION AND ANALYSIS OF 
ANNUAL FRESHNAN SURVEV 



CONTRACTOR NANE* 
LOCATION* ANO TVPE* 
START ANO ENO OATES 



NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
HASHINCTONt 0. C. 
7/74 TO 12/04 



project 'monitor orlic 

& QRCANIf ATION DOLLARS 



system development corf, 
Santa monk a. cal. 

9/70 TO 11/03 



CAl. U OF* AT LOS,ANCELES 
LOS ANCELES CAL. 
3/01 TO N/47 



TECHNICAL SUPPORT FOR POSTSECONOARV 
EOUCATION PLANNING 



APPLIEO SVSTERS INSTITUTE 
WASHINGTON* 0. C. 
7/01 TO 4/04 



0493 



ANALYSIS OF THE OISTRIRUTION OF FROONKIN* JOSEPH. 

COLLEGE COSTS. PARENTAL CONTRIOUTICN WASHINGTON* O.C. 
ANO STUDENT ASSISTANCE ]/03 TO 2/44 



INC. 



IFI 



IPI 



IAI 



IPI 



IPI 



CORRALLO 
OP RE 



994399 



OERLS 
OPIE 



1413109 



RANT 
OPIE 



991400 



HORtlSSEV 
OFRE 



779440 



HOMISSEV 
OPIE 



0499 
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979104 
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309723 
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SUNHARV OF FLANMNO ANO EVALUATION CONTRACTS AS OF JAN. 10. 19R9 
CflNltACT NUMER DESCRIPTION OF C Ok IMC I 




CON f FACTOR NAME* 
LOCATION, AND TVFE* 
STAtT ANO ENO DATES 



FIOJECT FONITOI OIL It 
4 OttANIlATION OOLLAIS 



S. QUALITY ANO I90ALITV OF EOUCATION OIV. 



I ti 101 100-12-0141 



FUND IMC HISTCMt FT Oil 

04 • 



EOUCATION ANALYSIS CENTER 



90**21 
445 301 



•SUOTOTAL QUALITY ANO EQUALITY OF EOUCATION OIV. 



FELAVIN ASSOCIATES 
WASHINGTON. O.C. 
10/02 TO 1/09 



1091927 



I I 



NASSETTA 
OFOE 



109192? 



FU«OINC HISTORY* FY 4?-*4t 

701 
711 
Til 
711 
741 
791 
?*• 
771 
?•• 
79 • 
90S 
III 
•21 
•91 
•41 



90**2 
94910 



ERIC 
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Note: All three-digit numbers are chapter references. These numbers appear 
In the upper-right hand corner of each page of the report. 

Academic Facilities, 523, 524 
Adult Education: 

Indian Education, 113 

State Administered Program, 406 
Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education, 114 
American Indians, see Indian Education 
Arts In Education Program, 117 

Basic Educational Opportunity. (Pell) Grants, 501 
Bilingual Education: 

Basic Projects, 201 

Demonstration Projects, 201 

Evaluation, Dissemination, Assessment Centers, 205 

Fellowship Program, 204 

Immigrant Education, 206 

Material Development Projects, 205 

Multifunctional Service Centers, 205 

Research and Development Program, 205 

Schools of Education Projects, 204 

State Education Agency Projects, 205 

Support Services Projects, 205 

Training Projects, 204 

Transition Program for Refugee Children, 203 

Vocational Training, 202 

Vocational Instructor Training, 202 

Vocational Instructional Materials, 202 
Block Grant (Elementary and Secondary Education), 104 
Business and International Education (Language Training, Area Studies), 520 

Captioned Film Loan Program, (Media Services), 312 

Centers for Independent Living, 323 

Civil Rights Training and Advisory Services, 106 

Close Up Foundation (El lender Fellowships), 110 

College Housing Loans, 522, 523, 524 

College Library Resources, 604 

College Work-Study, 506 

College Cooperative Education, 521 ^ AJ ... 

Consolidation of Programs for Elementary and Secondary Education, 104 
Construction, Schools (In federally affected areas), 109 
Cooperative Education, 521 

Deaf-Blind, Programs for, 305, 308, 331 
Delinquent Children, 103 
Desegregation Assistance, 104, 106 

On the Basis of Sex, 106, 115 

On the Basis of National Origin, 106 

On the Basis of Race, 106 
Direct Loan Program, 505 
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Disadvantaged Students: 
Children In State-Administered Institutions, 103 
Education for, 101, 107, 110 

Legal Training for, 517 x 
Postsecondary Education, 501, 502, 503, 507, 508, 509, 510, 514, 517, 605 

- Special Services for, 510 
Vocational Education Programs for, 402 

Disaster Aid, 108 

Dissemination of Exemplary Educational Practices, 119 
Doctoral Dissertation Research Abroad, (Ful bright-Hays), 519 

Early Education for Handicapped Children, 306 

Education Consolidation and Improvement Act of 1981, 101, 102, 103. 104. 

107, 114, 116, 117, 118, 119 
Education for the Disadvantaged, 101, 103, 107, 110, 402, 501, 502, 503, 

507, 508, 509, 510, 514, 517, 519, 605 • • «. ™. »», 
Educational Opportunity Centers, 509 
Educational Television and Technology, 119 
Elementary and Secondary Education Block Grant, 104 
El lender Fellowships, 110 

Entitlement' Grants to Local Education Agencies and Indian-Controlled 
Schools, 111 

Faculty Research Abroad (Ful bright-Hays), 519 
Fellowships: for Graduate and Professional Study, 518, 519 

for Bilingual Teachers, 204 

for Indian Students, 112 

for Foreign Language and Area Studies, 520 
Film, Captioned (Media Services), 312 
Follow Through, 107 

Foreign Language and Area Studies, 519, 520 
Fulbr1ght-Hays Grants, 519 

Fund for the Improvement of Postsecondary Education (FIPSE), 512 

General Assistance to the Virgin Islands, 105 
Graduate and Professional Study, Fellowships for, 518, 519, 520 
Guaranteed Student Loans, 504 

Handicapped Children, Early or Preschool Education for, 302, 303, 306 
Handicapped: 

Deaf-Blind, Programs for, 305, 308, 331 

Arts In Education, 117 

Client Assistance Program, 326 

Higher Education for, 510 

Independent Living, 333 

Media and Films for, 312 

Migrants, 330 

Personnel Training and Recruitment for Education of, 309, 310, 327 
Recreation, 329 
Regional Resource Centers, 304 

Research, Demonstration, 306, 307, 311, 313, 314, 324, 328 
Services to, 301, 302, 303, 305, 307, 314 
Special Studies, 313 
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State Aid Grants, 302 

State-Supported School Programs, State Grant Program, 301 
Vocational Rehabilitation for, 325, 332, 334 
Helen Keller National Center, 331 
High School Equivalency Program, Migrant Education, 116 
Higher Education 
Cooperative Education, 521 
Developing Institutions, 512, 514, 515 
Direct Grants, 501, 502 
Direct Loans, 505 
for the Deaf, 308 

for the Disadvantaged, 501, 502,, 503, 507, 508, 509, 510, 514, 515, 517, 605 
for the Handicapped, 308, 510 
for Indian Students, 112 
for Migrant Students, 116 
for Veterans, 511 
for Vocational Students, 401 
for Women, 518, 605 
Guaranteed Student Loans, 504 
\ Housing, Loans, 522, 523, 524 
\ Improvement, 512 

Institutional Aid, 507, 508, 509, 510, 511, 512, 514, 515, 522, 523, 524, 604 
Law, 516, 517 

Postgraduate, 518, 519, 520 
Special Staff Training, 513 
State Student Incentive Grants, 503 
Supplemental Grants, 502 
Talent Search, 508 
>v Work-Study, 506 

Immigrant Education Program, Emergency, 206 
Impact Aid, see School Assistance In Federally Affected Areas 
Incentive Grants to States for Student Assistance, 503 
Independent Living, Centers for, 333 
Indian Education: 
Adult Indian Education, 113 
Demonstration Projects, 112 
Educational Service Projects, 112 

Entitlement Grants to Local Education Agencies and Indian-Controlled 

Schools, 111 
Fellowships for Indian Students, 112 
Personnel Development Projects, 112 
Resource, Evaluation Centers, 112 

Vocational Education for Indian Tribes and Organizations, 404 
Vocational Rehabilitation, 334 
Indian Students, Services or Aid to, 101, 111, 112, 113, 404, 406, 507, 509, 

510, 517, 518 
Inexpensive Book Distribution, 118 

Institutions of Higher Education, Payments to 507, 508, 509, 510, 511, 512, 514, 

515, 522, 523, 524, 604 
Interest Subsidy Grants for Academic Facilities Loans, 523 
Interll brary Cooperation, State Grants, 603 
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International Education and Bu ness Program (Language Training and Area 
Studies), 520 

Language and Areas Studies, 519, 520 

Language-Minority or L1m1ted-Eng11sh-Prof1c1ent, Services or Aid to, 101, 102, 

116, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 406, 510, 517, 602 
Law-Related Education, 119, 516, 517 
Law School Clinical Experience, 516 
Legal Training for the Disadvantaged, 517 
Libraries: 

Career Training, 605 

College Library Resources, 604 

Construction Grants, 608 

Public Library Services, State Grants, 602, 603 
Research and Demonstration, 606 
Strengthening Research Library Resources, 607 

Media Services and Captioned Film Loan Program, 312 
Migrant Education 

College Assistance Program, 116 

Handicapped, 330 

High School Equivalency Program, 116 

State Formula Grants, 102 
M1na Shaughnessy Scholars Program, (FIPSE), 512 
Minority Institutions, 515 

Minority Students, Services or Aid to, 101, 102, 201 202, 203, 204, 205, 
206, 403, 404, 501, 502, 503, 504, 505, 506, 507, 508, 509, 510, 515, 
517, 518, 521, 605 

National Diffusion Network, 119 

National Institute of Handicapped Research, 324 

Pell Grants (formerly BEOGs), 501 

Personnel Training, Recruitment for Education of the Handicapped, 309, 
310, 327 

PostfPv-jndary Education (See Higher Education) 
Preschool Education for Handicapped Children, 306 
Professional Study, Fellowships for, 518, 519, 520 
Public Library Services, State Grants, 602, 603 

Reading Is Fundamental, (Inexpensive Book Distribution), 118 
Recruitment and Information (Special Education), 310 
Refugee Children, 203 

Rehabilitation, See Vocational Rehabilitation 
Research and Development: 

Handicapped, 306, 308, 311, 313, 314, 331 

.IbraMes, 606, 607 

Secretary's Discretionary Fund, 119 
f w Vocational Education, 405 

Secretary's Discretionary Fund, 114, 119, 

School Assistance 1*i Federally Affected Areas-School Construction, 109 
School Assistance 1n Federally Affected Areas-Maintenance and Operations, 108 
Science Improvement, 5i5 
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Shauglinessy, M1na, Scholars Program (FIPSE), 512 
Special Education, Recruitment and Information, 309, 310 
Special Services for Disadvantaged Students, 510 
State Student Incentive Grants, 503 
Strengthening Research Library Resources, 607 
Student Assistance, Postsecondary (See Higher Education) 
Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grants, 502 

Talent Search, 508 
Teacher Training: 

Bilingual Education, 202, 204 

Special Education, 309 

Teachers of Secondary Disadvantaged Students, 110 

Territorial Teachers, 601 

Vocational (Bilingual), 202 
Technology and Educational Television, 119 
Territorial Teacher Training, 601 

Training and Recruitment, Handicapped Education, 309, 310 

Training, Librarians, 605 

Training, Bilingual Education Projects, 204 

Training, Rehabilitation Personnel, 326 

Training, Special Program Staff, 513 

Upward Bound, 507 

Veterans' Cost-of- Inst ruction, 511 
Virgin Islands, General Assistance to, 105 
Vocational Education: 

Basic Grants to States, 401 

Bilingual, see Bilingual Vocational Programs 

for Consumer and Homemaklng Education, 403 

Programs for the Disadvantaged, 402 

Program for Indian Tribes and Indian Organizations, 404 

Research and Special Projects, 405 
Vocational Rehabilitation: 

Centers for Independent Living, 333 

Migratory Farmworkers, 330 

Projects With Industry, 332 

Rehabilitation Services, Basic Support, 325 

Secondary Education and Transition Services, 314 

Severely Handicapped, 328 

Women's Educational Equity, 106, 115 
Work-Study, College 506 
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